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My CurisTIAN BRETHREN, 


LTHOUGH the doctrine of our 
Saviour's divinity hath been ſo 
often and ſo fully examined, that no- 
thing new remains to be ſaid, yet three 
conſiderations induce me to addreſs to 
you the following reaſons to confirm 
your belief of it. ; 
Firſt, The doctrine itſelf is impor- 
tant. It regards the oBjJecT of our 


worſhip. Either Jeſus Chriſt is truly 
and properly God, or his e 


are guilty of idolatry. 


B Next, | 


3 
Next, I wiſh to preſerve that juſt 
diſtinction, which the firſt founders of 
your congregation taught you, and 
which you have hitherto retained, I 
mean, a DISTINCTION BETWEEN THE 
VIRTUE OF A CHARACTER AND THE 
TRUTH -OF A DOCTRINE, Your firſt 
paſtors, the one a fellow of Clare-hall, 
the other a fellow of Trinity, along 
with two thouſand other clergymen, 
quitted their preferments in the eſta- 
bliſhed church, rather than reſign the 
godlike privilege of ſelf-· determining in 
matters of religion: but at the ſame 
time they taught you not to take their 
doctrines for true becauſe of their re- 
ſignation: but to examine them your- 
ſelves, and to judge of their truth by 
their conformity to the holy ſcriptures. 
The reverend and worthy clergymen, 
who have lately reſigned their livings 
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in the eſtabliſhed church rather than, 
act the hypoctitical part of - worſhip». 
ping a perſon, the evidence of whoſe 
divinity they could not perceive, have 
aſcertained by their conduct the recti- 
tude of their conſciences, the virtue 
of their characters: but they do not 
pretend to reſt the truth of the doc- 
trine on the merit of their reſigna- 
tion. They conſcientiouſly offer ar- 
guments againſt the divinity of Jeſus 
Chriſt, We venerate their conſcien- 
tiouſneſs: but we think their argus 
ments inconcluſive, © 

Laſtly. Vie wiſh to cheriſh that amia- 
ble ſpirit of TOLERATION, which reigns 
among you : bat to preclude an ABusE 
of it, Your preſent ſocial happineſs 


proceeds from this. ſpiritz and your © 2 


happineſs will laſt as long as your mo- 
deration continues: but ſhould you 
B 2 ever, 
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ever, under pretence of candour and 


moderition, become indifferent to all 
religious principles, you would pervert 
the beſt diſpoſition to the worſt pur- 
poſe. A firm attachment to principles 
of your own, is perfectly compatible 
with an extenſive charity to thoſe, who 
diſcover an attachment as firm to prin- 
ciples diametrically oppoſite. 

Let it not ſeem ſtrange to you, my 
brethren, that thoſe gentlemen, who 
have lately embraced the belief of our 
Lord's mere humanity, ſhould engage 
the church in religious controverſy, 
They have done what every confcien- 
tious man ought -to do. They have 
endeavoured to free the diſciples of 
Chriſt from a ſuppoſed error in the 
doctrine of their maſter's nature. They 
have begun the controverſy in a ſpirit 
of candour and benevolence, Contro- 
he _— verſy 


Cf FF 
verſy does not deſerve to be called reli- 


gious, unleſs it be religiouſly managed. 


that is to ſay,unleſs it be managed with 
all that good faith, undaunted courage, 


and extenſive benevolence; which the 


goſpel recommends. There is the 
higheſt reaſon for this way of diſput- 
ing. It is founded on the nature of 
things, He, who never doubted a re- 
ligious truth, never believed it. Me- 
rit and demerit do not conſiſt in be- 
lieving, or in diſbelieving, a truth; 
but in paying, or in not paying, that 
attention to the evidences of it, which 
its nature and importance require. A 
fiery paſſionare diſpute about the deity: 
is not a religious controverſy: it is 2 

dark diabolical quarrel about God. 
It would ill become frail fallible 
men, it would worſe become proteſtant 
diſſenters, who every day ſacriſice to 
B 3 religious 
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religious liberty, to aſſume a ditatoriat 
air in 'matters of faith, What I am 
going to offer to you on the divinty of 
Jeſus Chriſt appears to me the truth: 
but perhaps I am deceived ; for 
can underſtand his errors? and ſhould I 
ever diſcover the deception, I would 
retra& my error. At preſent I affirm, 
becauſe I believe, that Jesvs CRRIS＋ 
Is TRULY AND PROPERLY GoD; 

Before we enter immediately on the 
evidences of the doctrine, let us dif. 
charge it from ſome incumbrances, 
which, having been aſſociated with it, 
weaken its evidence : but which have 
really nothing to do with the doctrine 
itſelf, | 

Firſt. We give up S. Athanaſius. 
We plead for the divinity of Jeſus 
Chriſt, and not for that explication of 
it, which is contained in a creed com- 

monly 


EP: 3 
monly attributed to him. The damna- 
tory clauſes in that creed ſavour of the 
violent ſpirit of his times, and have 
generally been thought harſh and un- 
charitable, | 

Secondly. We do not propoſe a 
diſtin addreſs in prayer to one divine 
perſon excluſive of another divine per- 
fon. The three perſons in the deity 
may be diſtinguiſhed : but cannot be 
divided, God is one undivided eſ- 
ſence, and to him, the one God, 1s our 
worſhip addreſſed, through the media- 
tor Jeſus Chriſt, 

Thirdly, We do not juſtify any 
of thoſe ſimilitudes, which either ancient 
or modern writers have uſed in attempt- 
ing to explain the nature of God. God, 
we think, is a being without parallel, 
and therefore inexplicable. There is 
not a nature like his in all the uni- 
Th B4 verſe. 
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verſe, Were an intelligent being to 
comprehend the nature of every cre- 
ated being in our ſyſtem; were he to 
paſs millions of ages in paſſing from 
ſyſtem to ſyſtem, in ſtudying and com- 
prehending the natures of other created 
intelligences; there would ſtill remain 
one nature, that of the Supreme Being, 
in poſſeſſion of ſome peerleſs peculi- 
arity, which had not its likeneſs in all 
the Creator's unbounded empire, ſo 
that it would never be in the power 
of this intelligent being, with all his 
knowledge, to ſelect a creature, and to 
ſay of it, This being ſubſiſts exactly as 
the Supreme Being ſubſiſts. Now, ac- 
cording to our notion, as all our k now- 
ledge of inviſible objects is obtained by 
analogy, that is, by the reſemblance, 
which they bear to viſible objects; 
and as there is in nature no exact re- 

ſemblance 
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, Cas 3 
ſemblance of the nature of God; an 
attempt to explain the divine nature 
ſeems abſurd and impracticable. 
Fourthly, We do not think it neceſ- 
{ary to enter on learned arguments. A 
doctrine ſupported only by criticiſms, 
the underſtanding of which requires 
much literary ſkill, is certainly not a 
doctrine intended for the bulk of man- 
kind. All truths, which fall under 
the notice of both the learned and 
unlearned part of mankind, are ſubject 
to learned objections and to popular 
objections; and conſequently, they are 
to be defended by learned and by po- 
pular arguments, A plain chriſtian 
ought to propoſe his own doubts, if 
he have any, about the truth of a doc- 
trine : but, when his own doubts are 
removed by t the force of plain popular 
reaſoning, he ought not to ſuffer his 
| mind 


610) h 
mind to be bewildered in Greek and 
Hebrew characters, the reaſonings on 
which he does not underſtand. It is the 
glory of all the doctrines of chriſtiani- 
ty, and particularly of that of Chriſt's 
divinity, to give evidence to common 
obſervation, and to plain good ſenſe. 

Fifthly. We renounce every no- 
tion of a right to perſecute thoſe, who 
diſbelieve the doctrine of Chriſt's di- 
vinity. You, my brethren, have borne 
a noble teſtimony againſt guarding the 
doctrines of chriſtianity by penal ſanc- 
tions, by joining above nine hundred 
of your ſiſter churches in a petition to 
_ parliament for relief in the matter of 
ſubſcription to human articles of faith. 
We have nothing to wiſh for you on 
this article, but that your church-re- 
cord may ever remain unſullied with 


one act of expulſion for conſcience 
3 ſake. 
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S0 
ſake. Love is the law of your ſociety;. 
truth the judge to explain it. 
Sixthly. We diſown what, we think, 
our opponents incautiouſly imply. We 
are, ſay they, Unitarians, We reply, 
So are we, Our diſpute is not, Whe- 
ther there be one God, or three Gods: 
but whether the divinity of Jeſus 
Chriſt be incompatible with the unity 
of God, which unity both ſides be- 
lieve, There are difficulties on both 
ſides. It muſt, however, be allowed, 
that on our ſide the difficulty hes in 
the objets, which is not at all wonder- 
ful. On the oppoſite ſide the diffi- 
culty lies in the terms, as we ſhall 
obſerve preſently, which, were the mat- 
ter as our opponents think, would be 
aſtoniſhing indeed, 

Finally. We go on the ground, 
which S. Pau] hath marked out, on 
which 
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which he went-of old againſt the phi- 
loſophers of his day, and on which 
only, in our opinion, the ſubje& is 
defenſible. We walk by ralrn, and not 
by s1GnT; that is to ſay, the courſe of 
our lives is directed by the belief of 
certain principles, which we could not 
have diſcovered, which we cannot com- 
prehend : but which we believe on t 
teſtimony of the revealer. A 
not be ignorant, my brethren, that S, 
Paul oppoſed the wisdou or Gop, 
againſt PHILOSOPHY, Which he called 
the wISDOM OF THIS. WORLD, and which, 
he ſaid, e Greeks ſought after. The 
philoſophy of the Greeks was that 
ſcience of God, and of the chief good, 
whith was grounded not on the teſti- 
mony of any ſuperior intelligence, but 
on the ſpeculations and diſcoveries of 
their own. reaſon, He, who under- 
"RY ſtood 
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ſtood this, was termed a teiſe man. & 
believer, on the contrary, was one, who, 
convinced of the imperfection of his 
own reaſon, derived his religious ideas 
from the teſtimony of that ſuperior in- 
telligence Jeſus Chriſt. In this wiſe 
plan, capacity, learning, accuracy of 
ſentiment, were not eſſentially neceſ- 
fary. The exerciſe of a little plain 
common ns to obtain evidence 


1 Min of the teacher was 
ſufficient. | 


Me go on the ſame ground. Hav- 
ing experienced the imperfection of 
our own reaſon, and being perplexed 
with the numerous and diſſonant rea- 
ſonings of philoſophers on the nature 
of God, we turn to Jeſus Chriſt, and, 
perceiving evidences of the truth of 
his miſſion, we give credit to his pro- 
poſitions, although, we confeſs, there 
are 
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ate ſeveral of them, which we cannot 
comprehend. This very idea of chriſ- 
tianity 1s a ſtrong argument for its di- 
vinity; for no religion can be divine, 
which doth not adapt itſelf to the illi- 
terate, that ĩs, to the bulk of mankind. 
Indeed, on this article, there is very 
little difference between wiſdom and 
folly, and we might as well expect to 
ſee a ſmaller circle contain a r 
as to ſee a finite intelligence co 
hend the idea of an infinite God. ba 
homely peaſant is an inſect crawling on 
the earth; the moſt poliſhed ſon of 
ſcience is an inſect on the wing: At 
what an inconceivable diſtance are both 
from the matchleſs majeſty of God 

Our queſtion, then, reduced to its 
true ſize, is this; What idea does the 
new teſtament mean to convey of the 
NATURE of Jeſus Chriſt? The pro- 
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(CC is ) 
per anſwer, 1 humbly conceive, is, The 
writers of the new teſtament meant to 
inform their readers that Jzsus CHRIS 
IS TRULY AND PROPERLY GOD, 

In proof of this, my brethren, leg 
me exhort you to attend to the follow- 
ing directions. 

I. Conſult the language of the new 
teſtament, and compare it with the ftate 
of the pagan world at the time of its pub- 
lication. If Jeſus Chriſt were not God, 
the writers of the new teſtament diſco- 
vered great injudiciouſneſs in the choice 
of their words, and adopted a very in- 
cautious and dangerous ſtyle, From 
whatever cauſe it proceeded, mankind + 
have always diſcovered a ſtrong pro- 
penſity to idolatry, The whole world, 
except the ſmall kingdom of Judea, 
worſhipped idols at the time of Jeſus 
Chriſt's appearance, Jeſus Chriſt; 
the 
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the evangeliſts, who wrote his hiſtory g; 
and the apoſtles, who wrote epiſtles to 


various claſſes of men; propoſed to 
deſtroy idolatry, and to eſtabliſh the 
worſhip of one only living and true 
God. To effect this purpoſe, it was 
abſolutely neceſſary for theſe founders 
of chriſtianity to avoid confuſion and 
obſcurity of language, and to expreſs 
their ideas in cool and cautious ſtyle, 
That diſtance, which is between the 
Supreme, Independent, Firſt Cauſe, 
and the moſt elevated creature, being 
infinite, every word that tended to di- 
miniſh it, would have been not only a 
logical incongruity : it would have been 
a ſource of dangerous errors in theo- 
logy, Paul and Barnabas had ſeen a 
miracle and a ſermon procure an offer 
of their own deification at Lyſtra; 
and the general diſpoſition of the hea- 
tthens 
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ory 3 chens afforded them a ftrong probabi- 
lity, that the hiſtory of Jeſus Chriſt, 
which is made up of miracles and 
ſermons, expreſſive of extraordinary 
IT wiſdom and power, would procure a 
was. deification alſo of him. If Jeſus Chrift 
be only a creature, the diſtance be- 
tween himand thecreator God is beyond 
preſs WF all conception infinitely greater than 
tyle. | that between Jeſus Chriſt and Paul; 
the and Jeſus and Paul being both crea- 
auſe, teures, on different lines, indeed, in the 


eing | W ſcale of being, but both at a diſtance 
di- injinitely remote from the ſelf-exiſtent 
ly a WW God, it would fignify very little to 
been I SE which of the two the honours of the 
heo- MW Deity were transferred, We naturally 


expect, that men, who rent their clothes* 
in abhorrence of confounding the crea» 
ture with-the Creator, ſhould expreſs 
the nature of God, and the natures of 


wg all 
77 * Acts xiv. 


« 18 ) 
all creatures, in the moſt circumſpect 
language. In ſpeaking of Jeſus Chriſt, 
where the temptation to idolatry was 
the ſtronger, we naturally expect a 
more than ordinary caution ; the caſe 
required it. FR. 

The writers of the new teſtament 
knew theſe things. They profeſſed to 
lay aſide excellency of ſpeech and of wiſ- 
dom, and to declare the teſtimony of God in 
WORDS OF TRUTH AND SOBERNESS.* 
They did more; they ſpoke, they ſaid, 
in woRDS WHICH THE HoLy Ghost 
TAUGHT.+ I take up the new teſta- | 
ment, and read theſe words of truth = C 


and ſoberneſs, in which the Holy by 
Ghoſt teacheth me the nature of Jeſus ti 
Chriſt; and I find theſe propoſitions, it 
The word was GOD. T Gop was mani- 

feſt in the fleſh. His name is Emanuel, 

* Go t 
_ * 1 Cor. ii. 1. AQs xxvi. 25: Þ 1 Cor, ii. 13. 


1 John i. 1. § 1 Timsiii. 16, 
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Tow 7 
God with us.| John turned many Yo 
THE LoRD THEIR Gop,** The Jews 
crucified the Lord or cLokRy,F Gobp 
purchaſed the church with his blood. F 
Gop laid down his life for us. Jeſus 
Chriſt is LoRD or ALL. Chriſt is ovER 


c ALL, GOD BLESSED FOR EVER.“ Ve 
D ſhall all ſtand before the judgment-ſeat of 
- Car1sT, / every one of us ſhall give ac- 
n count of himſelf to God, Theſe are a 
x few of many propoſitions, which the 
I, new teſtament writers lay down rela- 
T tive to Jeſus Chriſt, If the writers 
a intended to affirm the divinity of Jeſus 
th Chriſt, theſe are words of truth and ſo- 
ly berneſs : if not, the language is incau- 
us tious and unwarrantable, and to addreſs 
is. it to men prone to idolatry for the pur- 
i- | AS 3 poſe 
el, | 


| Mat. i. 27» 9 Luke is 16, + 1 Cor. 11. 8. 
I Acts xx. 28. § 1 John iii. 16. Ads x. 36. 
* Rom, ix. 5» f Roms xiv. 10. 12» 
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Pole of deſtroying idolatry, is a ſtrong 
preſumption againſt their inſpiration; . 
Two conſiderations render this re- 
flection the more important. Firſt, 
the Greek language, in which theſe 
authors wrote, was not a poor con- 
tracted tongue: but from its pro- 
priety and univer/ality, it was made for 
all that is great, and all that is 
beautiful, in every ſubjet, and under 
every form of writing. By the rich- 
eſt words in this copious language 
the new teſtament writers deſcribe Je- 
{us Chriſt. The language would have 
afforded lower terms to expreſs an infe- 
rior nature: but it could have afforded 
none higher to expreſs the nature of 
the Supreme God. 
Farther. Theſe authors addreſſed 
their writings not to the literati, to 
Phi- 


I Hermes, b. iii. ch. 5. 


11 

philoſophers and ſcholars: but to the 
common people; and conſequently they 
uſed words in their plain popular ſig- 
MH nification. The common people, it 
* HH fcems, underſtood the words in our 

ſenſe of them; for, in the Diocleſian 
| perſecution, when the Roman ſoldiers 


T burnt a Phrygian city inhabited by 
K chriſtians, men, women, and children ſub- 
þ mitted to their fate calling upon CRRISH 
3 THE GoD OVER ALL | | 
1 II. Compare the fiyle of the new teſtament 
8 with the ſtate of the Jews at the time of 
8 its publication. The Jews, who in ear- 
” lier ages had been given to idolatry, 
d had been freed from that fatal propen- 
f fity in the Baby loniſn captivity, Moſes 

and the prophets had given them a 
d written revelation of the one living and 
0 


true God, and had deſcribed him by 


C 3 ſelect 
Euſeb. Eccl, Hiſt. lib, viii, cap, 2+ * 


t 9 
ſelect names and titles, the application 
of which to any other beings they had 
politively forbidden, In the time of 
Jeſus Chriſt the Jews were zealous de- 
fenders of the unity of God, and of 
that idea of his perfections, which their 


ſcriptures excited, Jeſus Chriſt, and 


his apoſtles, profeſſed the higheſt re- 
gard for the Jewiſh ſcriptures. They 
conſtantly appealed to them. They 
directed people to ſearch them. They 
declared, the ſcriptures could not be 
broken. Yet the writers of the new 
teſtament deſcribed Jeſus Chriſt by the 
very names and titles by which the wri- 
ters of the old teſtament had deſcribed 
the Supreme God, 


The TITLEs given to The 117158 given to 
God in the Jewiſh Curt5Tinthe Chri- 
Scriptures. | ſian Scriptures, 
Thou Halt ſay I am BeforeAbraham was, 

Bath ſent ne. 4 I [Jeſus] Au. f 


„ Exod: iii. 14. + John vin. 58, 


Tf Jehovah] amTHrE 
FIRST AND THE 
LAST. T 


Jebovab your God is 
LokrD oF Lok bps. 5 

THE HIGHEST in- 
ſelf ſhall eftabliſh Zion. 
| The Lord of hoſts is 
THE KING OF ro- 
Rv. 

I wwill save them by 
THE LORD THEIR 
Gop.* 

Belſhazzar lifted uf 
himſelf againſt THE 
LORD OF HEAVEN. T 

Tehovah is exalted as 
HEAD ABOVE ALL. 


C 


t Iſa; Air. 6. § Deut. 
x. 17. T Pf, lxxxvii. 5. 
FP. xxiv. 10, * Hoſea i. 7. 
1 Dan. v. 23. || 1 Chron, 
XIII. 11. N 
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F [Jeſus] am THE 
FIRST THE 
LAST. || 

The Lamb is Lorp 
or LorDps.,* 

Jobn went before the 
Face F THE HIGHEST. f 

Jeſus Chriſt is Lok p 
OF GLORY\(| 18 


AND 


The SAVIOUR born is 
Chriſt THE LorD.+ 


The ſecond man is 
THE LORD FROM 
HEAVEN. 

Chriſt is TRE HEAD 
oF ALL principality 
and powwer,® 


* 


4, | If 


Rev. i. 11. 17. * Rev. 
xvii. 14. 1 Luke i. 76. 
|| James ii. 1. 1 Cor. ii. 8. 
+ Luke it, 11. 81 Cor. 
XV» 47. * Col. ii. 10. 
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If they, who deſcribed Jeſus Chriſt” 
to the Jews by theſe ſacred names and 
titles, intended to convey an idea of his 
deity, the deſcription is juſt, and the 
application ſafe: but if they intended 
to deſcribe a mere man, they were t 
ſurely of all men the moſt prepoſte - 7 
rous. They choſe a method of re- 4 
commending Jeſus to the Jews, the t 
moſt likely to alarm and enrage them. 
I | 

: 

{ 


Whatever they meant, the Jews un- 
der{tood them in our ſenſe, and took 
Jeſus Chriſt for a BLaspHEMER, We 
fone thee, ſaid they, for BLASPHEMY, 
becauſe thou, being a man, MAKEST THY» 
SELF Gop.+ 

Should any one of you, my brethren, 
ſtanding in St. James's Park, and ſee- 
ing a gentleman carrying in a ſedan, 
preceded by extraordinary attendants, 
alk 
+ John x. 33. 


A 


516 


afk a man of veracity, Who is he? 


and ſhould your friend anſwer, IT 18 
HIS MajesTY;, IT 1s THE KINO; IT 
1s THE KING oF GREAT BRITAIN; 
would you not inſtantly take the gen- 
tleman in the ſedan for our preſent 
moſt gracious ſovereign. George III? 
And ſhould it afterwards appear, that 
the gentleman in the ſedan was not his 
majeſty, but one of the ſecretaries of 
ſtate, would you not reproach your in- 
former with either ignorance, or a wil- 
ful deſign of impoſing on you? Theſe 
titles are no more deſcriptive in Eng- 
land of George III. than the titles 
above were in Judea of the Supreme 
God, The enemies of Chriſt took him 
for a BLASPHEMER , the diſciples of 
Chriſt took him for THe TRUE GOD : 
both acted very naturally, both took 


- the 
1 John v. 20. 25 


of n _ VF? * „ — 
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the titles in the commonly received 


meaning, | | 
III. Compare the perfeflions, which 
are aſcribed to Feſus Chriſt in the ſcrip- 
tures, with thoſe, which are aſcribed to 
God. Every being hath properties pe- 
culiar to itſelf; and accuracy of deſcrip- 
tion conſiſts in the aſcription of its own 
properties to each individual, Were 
a philoſopher to deſcribe fire by the 
properties of earth, or earth by the 
properties of air; were he to aſcribe 
the properties of a rational being to a 
mere animal; his philoſophy, far from 
inſtructing his pupils, would confuſe 
and perplex them. The worth of an 
hiſtorian very much conſiſts in his ac- 
curacy in characteriſing the perſons, of 
whom he writes. Had a Roman hi- 
ſtorian deſcribed Numa by the quali- 
ties of Nero, or Brutus by the quali- 
ü g ties 


(27) 

ties of Antony; his hiſtory would 
have been to the Jaſt degree contradic- 
tory and contemptible : as well might 
an Engliſh hiſtorian fill the hiſtory of 
George II. with the pedantry and ty- 
ranny of James I. In divinity, as God 
and creatures are the objects of our 
contemplation, it is impoſſible to uſe 
too great a degree of diſcernment in 
deſcription ; for, were a divine to aſ- 
cribe either the imperfections of crea- 
tures to God, or the perfections of God 
to creatures, the. moſl alarming conſe- 
quences would follow. The pagan 
theology was a chaos'of confuſion on 
this account. The Jewiſh theology is 


pure and chaſte in deſcription ; it 


gives unto Jehovah the glory due unto bis 
name, i and it forbids the giving of bis 
glory to another,|| 


Not- 
$ 1, Chron, xvi. 28, 29. || Ifa-xlii, 8. XI 1. 


* 


( 28 ) 
Notwithſtanding ſo many reafons for 
preciſion, Jeſus Chriſt declares, Arr 
THINGS, THAT THE FATHER HATH, 
ARE MIxE;“ a very dangerous propoſi- 
tion if he were not God! and rendered 
more ſo by thoſe deſcriptions, which 
the writers of revelation give of his 
perfections! They aſcribe to him the 
ſame perfections, which they aſcribe to 
God. They affirm, In Chriſt dwelleth 


ALL THE FULNESS OF THE GoDHEAD 


bodily.+ 


PERFECTIONS 
aſcribed to God, 


S :3 +8. 


Gop tr an EVER- 
LASTING king,* 


PERFECTIONS 
aſcribed to Chriſt, 


. 


2 LASTING father. 
" JzsRovan /allYtign Unto the Som Be 
for faith, 
john xvi. 15. Þ Col. ii. 9. | 
fer. x, 10, + Iſa, ix. bs 
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The name of Tux 
CHILD i the EVER» 
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5 
E F The name of the LORD 
1 A OF HOSTS 7s the MIGHs 
1 irre Gop.* 
J 4 J JeHovan appear- 
C 9 ed by the name of God 
p L k 
4 ALMmiGHTY.t 
f 4 IMM CTA 
F Y J Jehovah CHANGE 
4 
ö 4 NOT.“ 
4 
qv 
3 | 
* 
: Thou my Gop ar. 
9 THE SAME, and thy 


years have no end. 


bd 2 5 
— ki 
* 2 NS EY 
Ys. * . 


Do not I IERVvOVA 
FILL HEAVEN AND 


Is 

1 Exod. xv 18, * Jer xx, 

x11 18. 1 Exod. vi. 2, 3, 

Mal. iii. 6. 1 Pſa. cit. 
24 27. ® Jer, xxiii. 24. 


EARTH?®* _ 


(- 9 ) 


For EVER AND EVER. ft faith, Thy THRONE O 


Gop is for EVER AND» 
EVER. || 


OMNIPOTENCE. 


The name of THE 
CHILD is THE MIGH= 
TY Gop.+ 

I Tue Lorp an 
THE ALMIGHTY-.|] 


BILITY. 

The heavens and the 
earth jhall be changed : 
but THoU [the Son] 
ART THE SAME. 7 

Jesus ChRIST THE 
SAME yeſterday, to-day, 
and for ever.|| 


OMNIPRESENCE. 


Chrift is he, was 
FILLETH ALL IN 


ALL. 
Wäg 
|| Heb i. 8, Kc. + Iſa, 
ix. 6 | Rev. i. 8. 11, 127 
13. 18. 
Heb. xilii. 8. T Eph, is 
20. 23. | 


t Heb, i. 10. 12. 
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H 5. J Jer. xvii 10. 1 
Kings viii. 39. 17. | Rey, ii. 23. 


( I 
© Iv ALL ' PLACES 
where I | Jehovih] re- 


cold my NAME, there MY NAME, there am I 


[ Jeſus] in the midſt of 


will I come unto thee, 
and I will bleſs thee.t them.|| 

:OMNISCIENCE. 

TFehovah is a God of 


knowledge.* [ Jeſus ] 4nowe/t all 
| things.+ 
I JEHOVAH SEARCH I, THE SON OF 


THE HEART, | TRY Cop, AM HE, WHICH 


THE REINS. SEARCHETH THE 


T REINS AND HEARTS. || 
Whatever other excellencies we can 
conceive in the divine nature are aſ- 
cribed to God and to Chriſt in the two 
The laſt 1s evi- 
dently a quotation of the firſt, Bleſſed 
be thou Lord God of Iſrael our Father 


following paſſages. 


for ever and ever. Thine O Lord is the 


great- 


* 


Matt. xviii. 20. + John 
xiv. 30. ii. 24, 25. Aki. 


1 Exod xx. 24. 1 Sam. 


WHERE 7200 or three 
are gathered together in 


We are ſure that thou 
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greatneſs, and the power, and the glory, 
and the victory, and the majeſty : for all 
that is in the heaven and in the earth 1s 
thine : thine is the kingdom, O Lord! and 
thou art exalted above all. Both riches 
and honour come of thee, and thou reigneſt 
over all, and in thine hand is power and 
might, and in thine hand it is to make 
great, and to give ftrength unto all. 
Now therefore, our God, we thank thee, 
and praiſe thy glorious name 9 Worthy 
is the Lamb, that was ſlain, to receive 
power, and riches, and wiſdom, and 
ſtrength, and honour, and glory, and ble. 
ing. Bleſſing, and honour, and glory, and 


Power, be unto bim that fitteth upen the 


throne, and unto the Lamb for ever and 
ev.r, This is called worſhipping bim 
that liveth for ever and ever. If they, 
who aſcribe the perfections of deity to 


| Jeius 
5 1 Chron, xxix, 10, &c, * Rev. Ve 12,17, 14. 
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Jeſus Chriſt, have fallen into an error, 
they have been led into it by the wri- 
ters of the new teſtament. It is not 
credible, that men, who attributed to 
EVERY SEED ig OWN body; who diſtin- 
guiſned the fleſh of MEN from that of 
BEASTS ; and that of FISHES from that 
of BIRDS ; the glory of CELESTIAL bodies 
from the glory of TERRESTRIAL zT it is 
not credible, I ſay, that ſuch accurate 
writers could make a miſtake ſo groſs 
as to aſcribe the excellencies of Gop to 
- a MERE MAN. If Jeſus Chriſt be God, 
che aſcription of the perfections of God 
to him is proper: if he be not, the 
apoſtles are chargeable with weakneſs 
or wickedneſs, and either would deſtroy 
their claim of inſpiration. 
IV. Conſider the wokks, that art 
-oſcribed to Jeſus Chriſt, and compare them 
with 


+ 1 cor. xv. 38, &c. 
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with the claims of Jebovab. The ſus 
preme God, in order to produce the 
happineſs of his creatures, hath diſ- 
played the perfections of his nature in 
ſeveral exterior works, and theſe works 
are declared by the inſpired writers to 
be evidences of his eternal power and 
Godbead.}F It would be an act of in- 
Juſtice to God, and a cauſe of dange- 
rous errors to men, to aſcribe theſe 
works to any other being. The dan- 
ger would not lie in aſcribing them to 
one creature rather than to another : 
but in the aſcribing of them to any 
creature rather than to the true God, 
What ſhould we think of an hiſtorian, 
who ſhould aſcribe the invention of 
printing to, William the Conqueror; 
the building of Rome to Sir Iſaac 
Newton; the colonizing of America 
| D to 


1 Rom, i. 20. 


* 
/ £0 Julius Cæſar; and the writing of 
the Pentateuch to Mr, Pope? yet theſe 
miſtakes in the hiſtory of creatures 
would have' no conſequences worth 
mentioning in compariſon of thoſe; 
which the writers of the new teſtament 
have made by aſcribing the works of 
Jehovah to the man Jeſus. Nothing 
171088 can account for their conduct, except 
Wo in their ſyſtem Jeſus and Jehovah be 
1. the ſame. 

Is CREATION a work of God? By 
Feſus Chriſt were all things CREATED, 
that are in heaven, or that are in earth, 
viſible and inviſible, whether they be 
thrones, or dominions, or principalities, or 
powers, all things were created by bim, 
and for bim.“ 

Is vn ESERVATION à work of God 4 
Feſus Chriſt venoLDs all things by the 
werd 


4 
= 


he Col, i. 16. n 
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word of his power. 21 bim all things 
-CONSIST.T 

Is THE MISSION OF THE PROPHETS a 
work of God? Jeſus Chriſt is THE 
Lord Gop or THE HOLY PROPHETS ; 
and it was THE SPIRIT OF CHRIST, 
ewbich teſtified to them beforehand the ſuf- 
ferings of Chriſt, and the glory that ſhould 
follow. 

Is the SALVATION of ſinners a work 
of God? Chriſt, is the Sa vioux of the 
World; the AUTHOR OF ETERNAL SAL= 
VATION #9 all them that obey him.\ 

Is THE FORGIVENESS OF SIN a Work 


of God? The ſon of man hath" power 
TO FORGIVE sixNs.“ 

The ſame might be ſaid of the illu- 
enination ofathe mind; the /an7ification 
of the heart; the reſurrection of the 

D 2 dead 
+ Heb. i. 3. Col. i. 77. Neh. ix. 30. Rev, 


xxii. 6, 16. 1 Pet. i. 11. 5 John iv. 42. Heb. v. 9. 
8 Mat. ix. 6. 1 , 
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dead; the judging of the world the 
glotification of the righteous; the eter- 
nal puniſbment of the wicked; all which 
works in one part of ſcripture are aſ- 
cribed to God, and all which in ano- 
ther part of ſcripture are aſcribed to 
Jesus CHRIST. 

Conſider now into what contradic- 
tions theſe writers muſt fall if Jeſus 
Chriſt be not God. They contradict 
one another, they contradict themſelves. 
They degrade -writings, which, they 
pretend, are inſpired, below the loweſt 
ſcribling of the meaneſt authors. In 
the beginning, ſays Moſes, Gop created 
_ the heavens and the earth.* It is a miſ- 
take, ſays the Apoſtle John, In the be- 
innig THE WORD THAT,,WAS MADE 
FLESH, made all things, and without him 
was not any thing made, that was made. 


Elihu 


* Gen. i. 1. t John i. 1. 14. 3. 


037: 
| Elihu - aſks, Wno hath diſpoſed” the* 


whole world? Jehovah aſks out of the- 
whirlwind, W a0. laid the meaſures there-- 
of Wo ftreiched the line upon it? 
Wo laid the corner ſtone thereof ?\|. 
All. the old - teſtament writers reply, 
TrE LoRD- or HosTs founded ibe 
heavens, the earth, the world, and the- 
fulneſs thereof. No ſuch thing, ſays. 
the. Apoſtle John, Tag. WoRD, that 
was made fleſh, and dwelt among us, made 
the. world.“ 

Hezekiah looks up to WE. and: 
ſays, O LORD Gop of. Iſrael, thou art. 
THE GOD, even THOU ALONE, of all the. 
kingdoms of the earth, thou haſt made 
heaven and earth.+ Paul lifts up his. 
eyes to Jeſus, and ſays, Tay THRONE, , 
O Gon i for ever and ever. Tuo 
| D 3 LoRop 


1 + Job xxxiv. 13. Job xxxvili. 1. 57 6. 5 Pſa, IxXxxix. 117 


fJohn i. 14. 10. F n 
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| LoRD in the beginning haſt laid the founs 
dation of the earth, and the heavens are: 
tbe work of Tay bands. This is Paul's; 
language to his countrymen: but, be- 
hold! when the ſame Paul arrives at 
Athens, he contradidts himſelf, and 


tells the Athenians, that Gop made the 


world and all things therein; E is Lord. 
of heaven and earth ;, at giveth to all life, 
and breath, and all tbings.] If Jefus. 


Chriſt and the Father be oxz $ God, 


all theſe ſeeming inconſiſtencies vaniſh :: 
if not, it ill becomes ſuch writers to 
ſay, As God is true, our word toward you 
was not yea and nay.“ 

There have been enthuſiaſts in Eng- 
land; there was a Hacket in the reign 
of Queen Elizabeth, and there was a 
James Naylor in the time of Crom- 

well, 


2 Heb. i. 9 10, Acts xvii. 24, 25. John x. 30. 
a * 2 Cor. i. 18. 
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£ Pas 
well, who aſſumed the names and titles 
of Jeſus Chriſt, and arrogated to them- | 
ſelves thoſe works, which are peculiar 
to him; one was executed, the other 
was impriſoned, ſet in the pillory, and 
had his tongue bored through for blaſ- 
phemy, and in vain did he plead that 
the honours were not paid to him, but to 
Teſus Chriſt, who atvelt in him. God 
forbid we ſhould juſtify ſuch ſhocking 
ſeverities. We are ſorry that the reli- 
| gfous hiſtory of our country is ſtained 
I with blood : but if theſe men were 
= ouilty of a high miſdemeanor, (and 
that they were the moſt moderate muſt 
allow.) in arrogating to themſelves the 
honours of another man, how much 
more guilt, muſt they accumulate, who, 
aſcribe to any man, to Moſes or to 
Chriſt, the names, the titles, and the 
works of the ineffable Gt? If Jeſus 
D 4 be 
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be a mere man, the diſtance between 
Hacket and Jeſus is trifling in compa- 
riſon of the diſtance of both from the 
infinite God, The apoſtles ought to 
have kept up an idea of this diſtance. 
They have not done ſo: on the con- 
trary, they have aſcribed the glories of 
God to Jeſus Chriſt. Either Jeſus 
Chriſt is God, or their conduct is un- 
accountable. 

V. Confider that woRs fp, which the 
ſcriptures claim for Jeſus Chriſt, It is a 
command of God, repeated by our Sa- 
viour, Thou ſhalt worſhip THE LORD 
THY Gop, and HIM ONLY ſhalt thou 
ſerve.* Yet theſe very ſcriptures com- 
mand all the angels of God to worſhip 
Chriſt. They lay, At the name of 
Jeſus every knee in heaven, and in earth, 
ſhould bow,F They command all men 


10 
# Matt. iv. 10. Deut, x. 20. Þ Heb. I. 6. Phil. ii. 10. 
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Jo bonour the Son even. as they honour the 
Fatber.“ Twenty times in the new 
teſtament, Grace, mercy, and peace, as | 
implored of Chriſt, together with the 
Father. Baptiſm is an a& of worſhip 
performed in his name.. Swearing is 
an act of worſhip, a ſolemn appeal in 
important caſes to the omniſcient God; 
and this appeal is made to Chrift.F- 
The committing of the ſoul to God at 
| q | death is a ſacred act of worſhip; in 
we performance of this act Stephen 
Y died, ſaying, Lord Jeſus receive my ſpi- 
rit. ] The whole hoſt of heaven wor- 
. ſhip him, that fitteth upon the throne, and 
the Lamb, for ever and ever.\ 

The reverend Mr. Lindſey, who 
ſays, © that religious worſhip is appro- 
propriated to God; that * it is in- 

com- 


* John v. +23- F Matt. xXxviii, 19. f Rom. ix. 2. 
Acts vii. 59. Pſa, XXXis 5. * Rev. v. 135 14s 
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communicable to any other perſon 


whatſoever * that it could not be 


given to uy other without the guilt of 
idolatry z” yet adds, unqueſtionably 
Stephen made this requeſt, Acts vii. 
59.] addreſſed this prayer to the Lord 
Jeſus.” Was Stephen then guilty of 
idolatry? © No,” adds Mr. Lindley, 
<« the bleſſed martyr ſaw Jeſus with bis 
eyes, and called him the ſon of man : 
But this can be no precedent for di- 
recting prayer to him anſeen, or ad- 
dreſſing him as God.“ I have a pro- 
found reſpect for this conſcientious 
apolog iſt: but I cannot help aſtoniſh- 
ment at this reaſoning. According to 
this reaſoning, idolatry does not conſiſt 
in worſhipping a creature: but in wor- 
ſhipping an unſeen creature. The guilt 
does not lie in the transfer of my wor- 

ſhip : 


2 Apology, pages 120. 129. edit 2d. 
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hip: but it lies in my not ſeeing ther 
object, to whom the transfer is made. 
Had all the apoſtles, had the whole 
Jewiſh nation, prayed to Jeſus Chriſt 
during his abode on earth, nothing, 
according to this reaſoning, could be 
inferred from it to direct our worſhip- 
now; becauſe they ſaw him with their 
eyes, and to us he is unſeen. Accord- 


ng to this, when blind Barti meus ſaid, 


Jeſus! thou ſon of David! have mercy on 
me; he was guilty of idolatry. ; for he 
addreſſed. an unſeen Jeſus : but when, 
having received his ſight, be followed: 
Feſus in the way,“ and praiſed him, he 
ceaſed to be an idolater; and had he 
been ſtoned in. the exerciſe, he would: 
have been a bleſſed martyr. S. Peters 
ſpoke” mote to the purpoſe,” when he- 
laid to. thoſe ſtrangers, who had never 

been 


* Mark ze 


(4 ) 
been bleſſed with a ſight of. Chriſt 
whom having not ſeen ye love; in whom, 
though now ye ſee him not, yet believing, 


ye rejoice with joy unſpeakable and full 


of glory. 


The reverend Mr. Jebb thinks, 


e that the addreſſes of chriſtians may 
with the ſame propriety. be directed to. 
the Virgin Mary, as to the perſon of 
our Lord.“ T I hope this ingenious 
friend of learning and candour will re- 
eonſider this matter. Should he ſee 


reaſon to change his mind, he, would, 


I am fure, ingenuouſly and zealouſly. 
propagate the faith, which now, alas ! 
he endeavours to deſtroy, Let us then 
contraſt a devotee of the Virgin Mary 
with a worſhipper of Jeſus Chriſt, 
David compoſed a pfalm, i in which 
* ſaid, Into thine hand, I commit my 


ſpirit, 
"On 1 Pet. i, 8. 1 Reaſogs for Refignation, p; 3. edit. 3s 
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ſfnirit, O Lonp Gop or TRUTH. &. 
Stephen invoked Jeſus Chriſt at his 
death, and ſaid, Lon p Jesvs receive my 
ſpirit. | Cardinal Bonaventure, who 
compoſed Our Lady's Pſalter, that is to 
ſay, who converted all the addreſſes to 
God in the book of Pſalms into invo- 
cations of the Virgin Mary, by chang- 
ing the word Lord, or Jehovah, into 
Lady, ſaid, Into thine hand I commit my 
ſpirit, O Lapy.g David, Stephen, and 
: = the Cardinal, put up the ſame addreſs: 
„but they directed it to different objects. 
of the propriety of David's addreſs, 
3 there is no doubt, He depoſited his 
4 life in the hand of Jehovah ; returned 
Zis . ſpirit to Gon, WHO GAvE 1T ;* a. 
greeably to the received doctrine of 
his church. But the queſtion is, Who, 
Stephen or the Cardinal, acted with the 


greateſt 
I ARts vii. 359. 5 Plas xxxi; 5. * Ecel. xii, 7. 


1 
greateſt propriety : the former in per- 
forming the ſame devotional act to 
Jeſus Chriſt; or the latter in perform- 
ing it to the Virgin Mary? We will 
not judge in our own cauſe. Let us 
ſuppoſe a thoughtful Jew preſent at 
Stephen's death, and hearing him utter 
theſe words, Lord Jeſus receive my ſpirit. 
He would inſtantly recolle&, that he 
had heard ſomething like the words 
before, and he would ſoon find that 
the dying man took them from the 
thirty-firſt pfalm. His natural train 
-of thought, then, would be this, 
*«« David committed his ſpirit to IE Ho- 
van. This enthuſiaſt committed his 
* to Jegvs, Did he take Jeſus and 
% Jehovah for THE SAME? David de- 
4e poſited his ſoul in the hands of the 
Go OF.TRUTH. Stephen his in the 
hands of .Jesvs, He certainly took 
| | ** 


1 


(1 


te Jeſus of Nazareth for the God of 


<& truth! David committed his ſpirit 
“ to God, becauſe God had REDEEMED 
e him from many evils in the courſe of 
te his providence; and becauſe God 
« had promiſed to redeem him from 
ce the power of the grave. Did this 
« man take Jeſus of Nazareth for 
ce the REDEEMER of Iſrael? The go- 
<« vernment of both worlds, the diſpo- 
« ſal of providence in this life, the di- 
ce ftribution of rewards in the next; are 
„ theſe in the hands of Jeſus? What 
e could he have ſaid more of the MosT 
„Hic Gop, the poſſeſſor of heaven and 
earth? r Is not the ſpirit in man THE 
© INSPIRATION OF THE ALMIGHTY ?F 
„ He, who ſtretched out the heavens, and 
aid the foundations of the earth, did not 
„he form the ſpirit of man within bim? 

oa While 
+ Gen, xiv. 9. 1 Job xxxii, 8. Zech. xii, I, 


|. *& 9 
While it remains in the body, is it 
<« not the candle oF Jznovan?* When 
<« jt returns, doth it not return ro Gon 
ho gave it? The ſoul of every liv= | 
ing thing, the breath of all mankind, i. 
„are they not in Jenovan's nanv?t 
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« The dying blaſphemer, like the = 
L c jdolatrous Belſhazzar, knew theſe 
1 te things, lifted up himſelf againſt the Lord 3 
|| „ of heaven; and the God in whoſe hand | | 


<« his breath was, and all his ways, be hath 

not gloriſied. He was accuſed of ſpeak- 

ing blaſphemous words againſt Moſes, 
« and againſt God. He was guilty ; he 

died with that confidence in a crea- 
<« ture, which he ought to have placed 
jn God alone. Curſed is the man, 
< that truſteth in men, and maketh fleſh 
-« js arm.“ If Jeſus Chriſt be God, 
Stephen 


* 
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Prov. xx. 27. Þ Eccl xii. 79; Þf Job xii. 10s Dan. 
v. 22 23. § Adds vi. 11. “ Jer, xvil. 5, 1 


9» 
Stephen acted with propriety : if not, 
the ſame reaſons, that keep us from 
addreſſing him, ought to have operated 
on Stephen; yea, he was more obliged 
to refrain by his circumſtances; he was 
under a charge of blaſphemy, and he 
ought to have uſed more than ordi- 
nary caution, leſt his adverſaries ſhould 
have obtained a ſhadow of an argu- 
ment againſt him. People, who have 
been unjuſtly put to death for pre- 
| tended trraſonable practices, have al- 
ways taken care to pray aloud for the 
reigning prince juſt before their execu- 
tion. The propriety of their conduct 
is obvious. But here is an unaccounta- 
ble caſe. A man accuſed of blaſ- 
phemy, denying the charge, aſſerting 
in his defence the honours of the true 
God, turning the accuſation againſt his 
judges, charging their anceſtors with 
E guilt 


| ( & ) 
guilt for worſhipping the hoſt of hea- 
ven, and yet invoking Jeſus, a mere 
man, in language which he, his judges, 
his executioners, and the whole nation, 
had always appropriated to Almighty 
God! The propriety of Stephen's con- 
duct depends on his faith! in the deity 
of Chriſt, 

Let us attend to Cardinal Bonaven- 
ture, He invokes in his dying mo- 
ments, ſuppoſe, the. Virgin Mary, and 
lays, Into thine hands, O Lady! I com- 


mit my ſpirit, A proteſtant aſks, Who: 


hath required this at your hands ?* Da- 
vid reſigned his ſoul into the hands of 
the TRUE Gop, Jeſus Chriſt adopted 
David's words, and commended his 


ſpirit into the hands of his Father. 
8. Stephen committed his into the 


hands of Jesvs. According to my 
5 ſyſtem, 


T Iſa, Is 12. ＋ Luke xxiii. 46. 
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ſyſtem, Jeſus, the Father, and the true 
God, ARE ONE. T The terms of invo- 
cation differ, the obje& is the ſame, 
each invocation is therefore proper. 
But, granting for a moment, that Jeſus 
is a mere man, I have, at leaſt, in Ste- 
phen's invocation of him, a precedent. 
for committing my ſoul to him : but 
where is your's for invoking Mary ? 
Who will pretend to ſay, there is the 


game propriety in both? Ts it as pro- 


per to act without a precedent, as with 
one? And are Jeſus Chriſt's titles to 
adoration equally as ſpurious as thoſe 
of Mary? Surely, the probability is 
ſtronger in my favour when I invoke 
him, whom all the angels are com- 


manded to worſhip, than when I invoke 


her, in whoſe favour no ſuch command 
can be produced. S. Stephen, the bleſſed 


E 2 martyr, 
t John x. 30, ; 
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41 
martyr, is ſurely a ſafer guide, than a 
ſuperſtitious Cardinal of the church of 
Rome. 
The word worſbip, my brethren, is 
uſed in ſcripture in two ſenſes. It is 
ſometimes put for civil reſpect; and 
ſometimes for religious homage. In 
the firſt ſenſe Abraham «worſhipped the 
ſons of Heth; and Nebuchadnezzar 
worſhipped Daniel, that is to ſay, he 
made Daniel a great man, and gave him 
many great giſts, declaring at the ſame 
time that Daniel's God was Gop oF 
Gobs. 8 This ſenſe of the word is yet 
retained in the office for the ſolemniz- 
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ing of marriage.“ But in its ſecond 
meaning it is inapplicable to every 
creature, and belongs to God alone, 
The ideas of ſupreme and ſubordinate 

: reli- 


|| Gen. xxx'ii 7. 12. § Dan. ii. 46, 47, 48. 
* 66 Wich my body 1 thee woxs Ir.“ 
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religious worſhip are unkyown to the 
holy ſcripture, Thou ſhalt worSniP 
THE LORD THY GoD, and HIM ONLY 
ſhalt thou ſerve, is a law of all ages, 


| 
ö and belongs to chriſtians as well as to 
Jews. | 

1 Let us ſuppoſe Timon, a deacon of 
- the chriſtian congregation at Jeruſalem, 
r jouſt returned from the ſtoning of Ste- 
„p ben, falling into the following conver- 
%” WS fation with a Caleb, a chriſtian, who had 
c continued in the city, and had only 
rr heard a confuſed account of the mar- 
et tyr's death. 

2 Caleb. Is Stephen really dead? 

d Timon. He is. I ſaw him fall aſſeep; 
ry and, before ſun-ſet, the ſorrowful bro- 


therhood intend to bury him. f 
C. Did you hear his trial? 
T. I was in court, and heard as 


E 3 much 
+ Acts vii. bo, I viii, 2. | 


( 54 ) 


much as could be expected in a place 
of ſuch uncommon tumult and noiſe, 

C. Who were his accuſers? 
FT. We have, you know, in this city - 
ſeveral colleges, where the ſons of thoſe 
Jews, who live in Aſia, Egypt, Greece, 
and Italy, are ſent to be educated. 
Either the maſters, or the ſtudents, of 
four of theſe: houſes, pretended ſome 
time ago to confute our doctrine, . and 
to that end diſputed with Stephen. 
Unable to reſiſt the force of his reaſon- 
ing, they hit on the abominable me- 
thod of rendering him odious to go- 
vernment, and procured men to accuſe 
him of 4/:/phemy.& Theſe accuſers de- 
poſed againſt him. 

C. The cauſe was tried then in the 
eccleſiaſtical court, 0 | 
7. It was. The Sanhedrim fat, and 
the high-prieft was judge.“ 


C. The 


[| Acts vi. 9. $ vi, 9, 10% 11. T yi. 12. vñ. 1. 
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C. The cauſe certainly belonged” to 
that court: but, as the law of blaſ- 
phemy adjudges the blaſphemer to be 
ſtoned to death ;F+ and as the Romans 
have deprived all our courts of the 
power of putting a ſubject to death; 
the whole buſineſs of the eccleſiaſtical 
court is to determine the nature of the 
crime, In order to do this-the Sanhe- 
drim can receive an accuſation, arreſt a 
ſubject, place him at the bar, receive 
the depoſitions of witneſſes againſt him, 
give an opinion on the nature of the 


„ crime, and declare what puniſhment our 

ſe la inflicts on the criminal. But the 

-. | inflition of the puniſhment belongs to 
the temporal courts, This order was: 

as obſerved in the trial of our bleſſed. 
Maſter, | 

4 T. Far from obſerving, this order 


E 4 | - "mans 


+ Lev. xxiv» 10.—17. 
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now, they had not patience to hear him 
out; they interrupted him in his des - 


fence; they behaved like madmen; the 
court declared him guilty of blaſphe- 
my; and the zealots affecting to fall in 
with the declaration, hurried him out 
of the city and ſtoned him to death, 
without any authority from the gover- 
nor. Alas! had we been aware 
C. Aware of what, brother? Had 
we informed the governor of the tu- 
mult ; had he reſented their encroach- 
ment on his office; had he taken Ste- 
phen out of their hands; his interpoſi- 
tion would have delayed his execution 
a day or two : but it would not have 
ſaved his life, The Sanhedrim have 
not the power of putting a ſubject to 
death: but they have the power of de- 
termining when he deſerves to die; and 


the ſordid ſcribes will take care fo to 
5 explain 
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explain the word blaſphemy as to in- 
clude the caſe under confideration, and 
to expoſe the accuſed. to the penalty of 
a law, which he has not broken. 

T. How do the ſcribes define bla: 
phemy ? 

C. They include in the term a great 
many miſdemeanors, which have no 
relation, or a very diſtant one, to that 
action, which the ſtatute deſcribes by 
the word blaſphemy, the puniſhment 
of which is lapidation. According to- 
them, to ſpeak diſreſpectfully of Moſes, 
of the law, of the temple, of the city, 
is to be guilty of blaſphemy, To do 
either of theſe, ſay they, is to inſult 
God]; for the temple is his ſanctuary, 
the city is his holy place, Moſes is his 
ſervant, and the law his will. Thus 
under the ſhew of a wiſe and ſcrupu- 
lous piety they abuſe the word, and 
| involve 
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. 
involve the innocent with the guilty; 
firſt in the crime, and laſt in the puniſh- 
ment of blaſphemy. 

T. How would you define that blaſ- 
phemy, which Moſes in the law con- 
demns ? 

C. Blaſphemy, in my opinion, is the 
ſpeaking or writing of any thing know- 
ingly and wilfully, which is injurious 
to the perfections of Jehovah. Three 
things, I think, are eſſential to the 
crime, 1. God muſt be the object. 
2. The words, which are ſpoken or 
written, muſt be in their nature, and 
independently on conſequences, that 
ethers may derive from them, inju- 
rious to the object, God. 3. The 
ſubject, or he who commits the crime, 
muſt commit it knowing it to be in- 
jurious to God, and intending to have 
it underſtood ſo. To this blaſphemy, 

and, 
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and, I believe, to no other, the ſtatute 
belongs. The blaſphemy of him, on 
whoſe account the law was made,“ 
that of Pharaoh,+ and that of Rabſha- 
kehF agree to this definition. What 
I have deſcribed I call REAL blaſphe- 
my: but there is a RELATIVE blaſphe- 
my, which proceeds from falſe opinions 
of religion, A good man may be 
guilty of this ignorantly, by propagat- 
ing opinions, which tend to diſhonour 
God: but the tendency of which he 
does not perceive. A good man may 
be guilty of this conſtruBivelyz for if 
he ſpeak freely againſt received errors, 
which the prieſts hold ſacred, they will 

conſtrue what he ſays into blaſphemy. 
T. Thus they dealt with Stephen. 
They accuſed him of ſpeaking blaſphe- 
mous words againſt Moſes, and againſt 
God. 


Lev. xxiv. 10. + Exod, v. 2. viii. 19. ix. 27. 
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God. In proof of which the witneſſes 
depoſed, that they heard him ſay, Jeſus 
of Nazareth ſhall deſtroy this place. 
This is a prophecy, but it is not blaſ- 
phemy ; our rulers ſhould have exa- 
mined the truth of this prediction. 

C. They did not want information, 
But what followed in court ? 

7. The holy man, throwing the diſ- 
poſitions of his heart into the features 
of his face, made his defence. The 
noiſe and confuſion of the court wete 
ſo great that we could hear only parts 
of it, and ſo violent was the rage of his 
judges, that they would not ſuffer him 
to finiſh it. He intended to own, I 
thought, the prediction, and to deny 
the blaſphemy of it, For theſe pur- 
poſes he ran through the hiſtory of our 


nation, and ſhew the deſign of God in 
| inſti- 


Acts vi. 11. + vis 14. 


ea 
inſtituting ceremonial uſages. They 
were well adapted to prevent idolatry, 
to which the nation had been formerly 
addicted; and to repreſent thoſe ſub- 
ſtantial benefits, which the Meſſiah was 
to procure. It was no blaſphemy to 
ſay that, when they had anſwered the 
end of their inſtitution, they were to 
be aboliſhed. Perceiving they would 
not let him go through his defence, he 
taxed his judges with murdering Jeſus 
Chriſt, and with violating the law. 
When they heard theſe charges they were 
cut to the heart, and they gnaſhed on bim 
with their teeth: But be, being full of the 
Holy Ghoſt, looked up ſtedfaſtiy into hea- 
ven, and ſaid, Behold, J ſee the heavens 
opened, and the ſon of man ſtanding on the 
right band of God! © * 
C. Where was he when he exclaimed 
thus? 

T.: He 


— a et m 
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T. He was at the bar in the coun- 
cibchamber in the temple, where the 
Sanhedrim fit to hear cauſes; the place, 
againſt which, his accuſers ſaid, he had 
ſpoken blaſphemous words.“ This excla- 
mation broke up the court in the ut- 
moſt confuſion, ſome cried out with a 
loud voice, Blaſphemy ! Blaſphemy ! 
others ſtopped their ears, and the zea- 
lots, ruſhing on him with one accord, led 
kim from the temple, and out of zhe 
city to his execution. They ſtoned 
him without the gate on the eaſt ſide 
ef the city, on the ſteep deſcent towards 
the vale of Jehoſhaphat. 

C. You followed, I preſume; did 
you get near enough to hear any of his 
laſt words? 

T. I ſaw him kneel down, and 1 

heard 
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heard him addreſs two prayers to Jeſus 
Chriſt; one for himſelf, the other for 
his enemies. The firſt was, Lord Jeſus 
receive my ſpirit ; and the laſt, Lord, lay 
not this fin to their charge. He fell 
aſloep as ſoon as he had uttered the laſt 
of theſe ejaculations. 

C. Did our compaſſionate maſter 
appear to him again at the place of exe- 
cution, as he had deen to him in 
the hall? 

T. I heard nothing of ſuch an ap- 
pearance. 

C. His death very much reſembled 
that of our Saviour. His two laſt 
prayers were evidently taken from the 
lips of our departing Lord. You re- 
member, one of his petitions was, Fa- 
ther ! forgive tbem and another, Fa- 


ther | 


|| Timon had not read a late Apology, which ſays, © Ste- 
« phen SAW Jeſus, when he prayed to him,” 


( 64 ) 

Aber] into thy hands I commend my ſpirit 5 
The forgiving of fins, and the beatify- 
ing of a departing ſoul, are works of 
Jehovah z to him Jeſus Chriſt applied 
for both; and Stephen by applying to 
Jeſus for both theſe bleſſings, has 
proved, that, in his opinion, Jeſus and 
Jehovah are one, 

T. The murderers of Stephen, then, 
-will continue to think, that he was 
guilty of blaſphemy ? 

C. Undoubtedly. They will ſay, 
God is an all/uficient being,* Has all- 
ſufficiency is the ground on which our 
ſcriptures claim religious worſhip for 

him. r The invocation of others im- 
plies an inſufficiency in God. The 
forgiveneſs of ſin is one of his moſt 
glorious works.] The receiving of a 


de- 
Luke xxiii. 34. 46. Gen. xvii. 1. + Pſa. xcv. 
xcvii. Iſa, xl. c. f 2 Kings i» 3+ || Dan: ix. 9. ExOd. 
Xxxiv. 7. Luke vii. 49. 


\ 
departing ſoul is another. Prayer is 
called /acrifice.* And the law ſays, He 
that ſacrificeth unto any other God, ſave 
unto Jenovan oNLY, he ſhall be utterly 
deftroyed.+ Thus will the good man's 
character lie under a charge of conſtruc- 
tive blaſphemy. Had Stephen taken 
Jeſus Chriſt, as ſome of our country- 
men take him, for a good man only, r 
he would have been guilty of RELA“ 
TIVE blaſphemy by invoking him, for 
he would have given a ſanction to a 
practice, which evidently tends to diſ- 
honour God, by diverting ſome of the 
nobleſt acts of the mind from him, and 
by fixing them on a creature, contrary 
to his expreſs command, Thou sHALT 
WORSHIP N@ OTHER GoD; rox Jeno- 
VAH, WHOSE NAME 18 JEALOUS, 18 A IEA- 
3 LOUS 


& Pa, XXI. To * Pſa. cxli, 2+ exvi. I7» t Exod, xxii. 
20. 2 John vii. 12. 
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Lous Gop.|| The lapidation of Stephen, 
howeyer, cannot be juſtified in either 
of theſe caſes; for the law relates only. 
to REAL blaſphemy, as I ſaid before. 

I leave the application of the truths, 
which, for variety-ſake, I have thrown 

into a dialogue form, and paſs to ano- 
ther evidence of Chriſt's divinity. 
VI. Obſerve, my brethren, the appli. 
cation of old teſtament paſſages which be- 
long to Jebovab, to Jeſus Chriſt in the new 
teſtament, and iry whether you can acquit 
the writers of the new teſtament of miſre- 
preſentation, on ſuppoſition that Jeſus is 
not God, This obſervation does not 
ſo much regard the force of the terms 
as the wiſdom and equity of thoſe, who 
apply them. In men, who pretend to 
inſpiration, we have a right to look for 
the utmoſt preciſion. What ſhould we 
have 

I Exod. xxxiv. 14+ | 


C& ) 
have thought of Peter, if he had claim- 
ed the crown of Judea from the reign- 
ing prince, and had faid in ſupport of 
his claim, It is written, Davio's ſeed 
ſhall endure for ever, and nis throne as 
the ſun before ne? And what then? 
it would have been ſaid, What have 
you to do with what is predicted of an- 
other perſon? Let us apply this to the 
ſubject in hand. S. Paul ſays, We ſball 
all ſtand before the judgment ſeat of 
CarisT, That we ſhall all be judged, 
we allow: But how do you prove that 
Chriſt ſhall be our judge? Becauſe, 
| adds the Apoſtle, it is written, As I live, 
= /aith Tux Lorp, every knee ſhall bow to 
ME, and every tongue ſhall confeſs to 
Gop.+ What fort of reaſoning is this? 
How does this apply to Chriſt if Chriſt 
be not God? and how dare a man 
= quote 


* Pſa, Ixxxiz, 20» 36, + Rom. xiv, 105 11. 
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quote one of the moſt guarded paſſages 

in the old teſtament for ſuch a pur- 
poſe? The paſſage is this. There is 
No GoD ELSE BESIDE ME. A juſt God 
and a Saviour, there is NONE BESIDE Mk. 
1 am God, and THERE IS NONE ELSE, 
Unto ME every knee ſhall bow, every tongue 
ſhall fwear.} The Apoſtle's reaſoning 
is this. Jehovah ſays, Every knee 
ſhall bow to him. Jeſus 1s Jehovah. 
Therefore every knee ſhall bow to 
— -* 

Jobn the Baptiſ® . . is be, who was 
ſpoken of by the prophet Eſaias, ſaying, 
Prepare ye the way.] Iſaiah ſaith, Pre- 
pare the way of THE LorD, make ſtraight 
a highway for ous Gop. Say unto the 
cities of Judah, Bebold voux Gop. Be. 
bold, the Lon b Gop will come, and feed 
bis Fock like a ſoepherd.$ But what has 


John 


1 Ifa, xly, 20, &c. || Matt, iii. 3+ 3. & Iſa. xl. 3. 9, 10, 17. 
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John the Baptiſt to do with all this de- 
ſcription, if Jeſus Chriſt be only a meſ- 
ſenger of Jehovah, and not Jehovah 
himſelf; for Iſaiah faith, W's ye the 
way of Jenovan ? 

A prophet, ſpeaking in the name of 
God, ſays, The inhabitants of Jeruſalem 
ſhall look upon mt, whom they pierced.“ 
An evangeliſt ſays, One of the ſoldiers 
with a ſpear pierced the fide of Jeſus, and 
the ſcripture was fulfilled, which ſaith, 
T h:y ſhall look on him whom they pierced.+ 

A prophet ſays, I ſaw the LoxD fit- 
ting upon a throne, high, and lifted up, 
and his train filled the temple. And Sera- 
phims cried one to another, Hol v, Hol v, 
Holy, 1s THE L.ord or HosTs, the 
whole earth is full of mis glory An 
evangeliſt ſaith, Theſe things ſaid Eſaias, 

F 3 toben 


Zech. xii, 1. f John A. 34, 36, 37. 
1 Ifa, Vis I, 2, 3. 
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| quhen be ſaw His glory, and ſpake of uin; 
that is, of Jeſus. 

A prophet ſays, The Logp or Homy 
HIMSELF Hall be for a flone of tumbling.F 
An Apoſtle ſays, Chriſt is that ſtone of 

ſtumbling.“ 

It would be endleſs to enumerate all 
the paſſages, which are thus applied to 
Jeſus Chriſt. Allow Jeſus Chriſt to 
be God, and all theſe applications are 
proper. If we deny it, the new teſta- 
ment, we muſt own, is one of the 
moſt unaccountable compoſitions in the 
world, calculated to make eaſy things 

hard to be underſtood. 

Let us take a ſingle paſſage of the 
old teſtament, and let us ſee what the 
application of it to Jeſus Chriſt proves. 
John the Bapriſt ſends two of his diſci- 
ples to Jeſus Chriſt to aſk him, Whe. 

ther 

John xiie 39+ 5 Ila. viii. 13, 14. „1 Peter ii, 8. | 


X08 7 
ther he were the expected Meſſiah? 
The meſſengers find him in a crowd of 
diſeaſed people. To one, who had 
been blind, he gives fight. To ano- 
ther, who had been deaf, he gives hear- 
ing. He cleanſeth lepers, and makes 
the lame walk. Having healed the in- 
firmities of their bodies, he addrefſerh ' 
himſelf to the diſorders of their minds, 
and ſpeaks with an authority unknown 
to the ſcribes. By the gracefulneſs of 
his deportment, he obtains the atten- 
tion of his hearers. By the truth of 
his doctrine, he obtains the aſſent of 
their minds, By cloathing his ideas 
with images, the archetypes of which 
had produced pleaſure and pain in his 
hearers, he obtains an authority=over 
their hearts, and excites, as he pleaſes, 
the hopes, the fears, the joys, the ſor- 
rows, of his audience. Having opened 


F. theſe 


TG * 
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theſe grand ſprings of human action, 


he gives plain and profitable rules ot 


conduct for the producing and pro- 


moting of ſocial happineſs. John's 
meſſengers took the firſt opportunity of 
delivering their meſſage. Jobn Baptiſ, 
ſay they, hath ſent us to thee, ſaying, Art 
thou he that ſhould come, or look we for 
another? Feſus anſwering, ſaid unto 
them, Go yeur way, and tell Jobn what 
things ye have SEEN and HEARD, how 
that the blind ſee, the lame walk, the lepers 
are cleanſed, the deaf hear, the dead are 
raiſed, and to the poor the goſpel is preach- 
ed. And bleſſed is be whoſoever ſhall nat 
be offended in me. John's diſciples re- 
turn to the priſon, tell their maſter 


what miracles they had ſeen, and what 


doctrines they had heard, adding that 


Jeſus Chriſt had not made a direct re- 


ply to their queſtion : but had put the 
| proof 
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proof of his Meſſiahſnip on his cauſing 
the blind to ſee, the lame to walk, and 
ſo on; and on the plainneſs of his doc- 
trine to the loweſt of mankind, This 
is the fact. Let us hear John and his 
two diſciples, whom we will venture to 
name Reuben and Othniel, and let us 
ſee what they can make of this fact. 

Reuben. We do not well comprehend 
the meaning of Jeſus. 

Jobn. I underſtand him thoroughly: 
He meant, Read what the prophets 
predict of the Meſſiah; compare my 
miniſtry with their predictions; and if 
my hiſtory exactly anſwer their prophe- 
cies, you may fairly infer, that I am 
the Meſſiah, ſo often 3 and ſo 
eagerly expected. = 

Otbniel. The prophecies 2 are very 
numerous, maſter! to which of them 


did he refer us? 1 v4 
7. To 
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J. To the thirty-fifth ſection of the 
prophecy of Iſaiah, where miraculous 
works and ſimplicity of doctrine are 
ſaid to charaQteriſe the Meſſiah's mini- 
niſtry, and theſe are the two evidences 
of his miſſion, which he gave you; The 
blind ſee—the poor underſtand good tid- 
ings. Take the parchment, and read 
the ſection. 

R. The wilderneſs and ſolitary place 
Hall be glad for them: and the deſert ſhall 
rejoice and bloſſom as the roſe. It ſhall 


Bloſſom abundantly, and rejoice even with 


Joy and ſinging. The glory of Lebanon 
ſhall be given unto it; the excellency of 
Carmel and Sharon. They ſhall ſee the 
glory of Jehovah and the excellency of our 
Gad. Strengthen ye the weak hands, and 
confirm the feeble knees. Say to them, 
that are of fearful heart, Be ſtrong, fear 
not: behold your Cod will come with ven- 

geauce, 


8 

geance, even God with a recompence, he 
will come and ſave you. Then the eyes of 
' the blind ſhall be opened, and ihe ears of 
the deaf ſhall be unſtopped. Then ſhall the 
lame man leap as an hart, and the tongue 
of the dumb ſing; for in the wilderneſs 
ſhall waters break out, and ſtreams in the 
deſert. And the parched ground ſhall be- 
come a pool, and "the tbirſy land ſprings 
of water. In the habitation of dragons, 
where each lay, Pall be graſs with reeds 
and ruſhes. And an highway Pall be 
there, and a way, and it ſhall be called The 
way of holineſs , the unclean ſhall not paſs 
over it; but it ſhall be for thoſe: the 
wayfaring men, though fools, ſhall not err 
therein. Vo lian 

FJ. Stop, read the laſt line again. 

R. The way faring men, though fools, 
Hall not err therein, 

J. Foors SHALL NOT ERR THEREIN z 

that 
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that is to ſay, The way of bolineſs ſhall 


be rendered ſo plain by the doctrine of 


the Meſſiah, that the moſt illiterate of 
mankind ſhall not be liable zo err there. 
in. To this prophecy Jeſus referred 
you, when he ſaid, The poor have the 
goſpel preached unto them. This excel- 
lent method of teaching, and the mira- 
culous recovery of ht to the blind, 
and of health to the diſeaſed, were to take 
place at the ſame time, and to be intro. 
duced by the ſame perſon, and the 
perſon, who introduceth bath theſe, is 
the promiſed Meſſiah. 

O. We ſaw Jeſus perform miracles ; 
and we heard him ſpeak as never man 
ſpake; and the prophet, we ſee, de- 
ſcribes theſe actions, as proofs of the 
identity of the Meſſiah; but, Rabbi! 
the prophet does not aſcribe theſe e- 


vents to man, he ſays, Gop will come ; 
Bebold ! 


t 
Behold! your Gop will come; nE will 
come and ſave you, and he calls the 
whole combination of events a diſplay 
of THE GLORY OF JEHOVAH, tbe excel- 
lency of ous Gop, What has Jeſus of 
Nazareth to do with the incommuni- 
cable name of the bleſſed God? 

F. The Meſfiah is ſometimes ſpoken 
of in our prophecies as Jebovab, and 
ſometimes he is called Jehovah's ſer- 
vant, Sometimes the nobieſt works 
are aſcribed to him, and ſometimes the 
greateſt ſufferings. Our wiſe men, 
whoſe eyes are darkened, and whoſe table 
is become a ſnare, ſo that what ſhould 
have been for their welfare is become a 
trap,“ have imagined two Meſſiahs, the 
one an exalted, the other a debaſed 
perſon : but the truth is, The Meſſiah 
is one extraordinary perſon, in whom 


two 


* Pſal, laix, 22, 230 


two natures, the nature of God and the 


ſo, My father taught me to believe 
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nature of man, are united. What is 
affirmed of him in one view cannot be: 
ſaid of him in another. The idea of 
the perſon of the Meſſiah is a key to 
the prophecies, Without uſing it you 
will never be able to ſatisfy yourſelves, 

R. Is Jeſus Lord then as well as 
Chriſt ? 

F. Our family have always thought 


myſelf a prophet of Taz Horst, be- 
cauſe I was to go before the face of THE 
Lorp to prepare his way; and he took 
his notion of the Lord, before whom 1 
had the honour to go, from this pro- 
phet, who calls the perſon, before 
whom I go, Jznovan, our Gop.+ 
R. I have been told, that when the 

late King enquired of the ſcribes where 

the 


t Ila. xi, 3. Luke Iii. 4. 
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the Meſſiah ſhould be born, they told 
him at Bethlehem-Judah.} Now the 
ſame prophet, who fixes the place of his 
birth, fixes alſo the rank of him, who 
was to be born; the ruler of Iſrael, whoſe 
goings forth have been from of old, from 
everlaſting, is to be born in Bethlebem- 
Judab. ] J confeſs this paſſage was in- 
comprehenſible to me, I could not 
conceive how a child born at Bethle- 
hem could cauſe emanations of his ex- 
cellency from the days of eternity. 

J. There are many prophecies of 
this kind, and to our puerile and de- 
praved minds they may appear incon- 
ſiſtent, and even ſcandalous. Do you 
think Jeſus ſaid in vain, Bleſſed is be, 
whoſoever ſhall not be offended in med 

R, God forbid, Rabbi! that we 

ſhould 


1 Matt. ii, 4. | Micah v. a. 
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ſhould form our judgments of natural» 
dignity, or of moral excellency, by ex- 


terior appearances according to the 
falſe maxims of the world, You have 
taught us, that the ſame wiſdom which 
buried gold and diamonds in dark ſub- 
terranean caverns of rock, and earth, 
generally throws a vail of meanneſs over 
real majeſty, at once creating a field to 
exerciſe human induſtry, and a crown 
to reward it. Were we to renounce 
this principle, we ſhould reverence 
Herod, the cruelleſt of tyrants, on the 
throne, and forſake you, the beſt of 
maſters, in the priſon. 

J. Apply this principle to the pro- 
phecy of Micah. The Golncs FoRTH 


of him, who ſhall come rox TH out of 


Bethlebem, have been from of old, from 
everlaſting ; that is to ſay in plain po- 
pular ſtyle, He, who ſhall be born at 

Beth- 
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Bethlchem, appeared often to our fa- 
thers in the earlier ages of the world. 

O. Will you explain yourſelf, ma- 
ſter? 

7, I will. But as I am going to 
reaſon from three facts, take care you 
do not draw your concluſion from ei- 
ther of them ſeparately ; my concluſion 
ariſeth from the union of the three, Is 
God, think you, inviſible ? 

O. Undoubtedly he is. You have 
informed us, that no man HATH ſeen Gd 
at any time,* and Moſes hath taught us, 
that no man CAN ſee God, / We vene- 
rate theſe teſtimonies the more, be- 
cauſe, we know, they are conformable 
to the dictates of right reaſon. 

J. This is one fact. The firſt great 
cauſe, the infinite ſpirit, whom we call 
Jehovah, is inviſible to every material 

G eye. 
» John i. 15- + Exod, xxxiii, 
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eye. Let us proceed to the ſecond.” 
Did Jehovah appear to our fathers ? 

R. Some being in the form of an 
angel, or of a man, who called himſelf. 
Jehovah, often appeared to our an- 
ceſtors, eſpecially in the early ages of 
the world. 

7. If the man, or the meſſenger, 
who appeared to our fathers called him- 
ſelf Jehovah, certainly he was Jehovah, 
The great deſign of our religion is to 


diſtinguiſh the one living and true God 
from every other being. For this pur- 
poſe God taught Moſes to call him by 
a particular NAME, and ſaid, THIS 7s my 
memorial unto all generations. A pro- p 
miſcuous uſe of names always produ- 
ceth a confuſion of ideas in regard to ſl 
the objects, ro which the names are p 


given; and had not Moſes maintained. 
a chaſte 


* Exod. ili. 15. 
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a chaſte preciſion of ſtyle in his writ- 
ings, his law would have defeated its 
own deſign, Beſide, he, who appeared 
to our fathers, ſuffered himſelf to be 
worſhipped, and not only took the 
names and titles of Jehovah, but alſo 
promiſed and threatened, bleſſed and 
chaſtiſed in his own right; whence I 
infer that he, who appeared of old, was 
Jehovah, rendering himſelf viſible and 
acceſſible to creatures by the borrowed 
form of a man. Was you at the ſyna- 
gogue laſt ſabbath-day ? 

R, I was, 

J. Do you remember what ſection 
of the law Rabbi Samuel read? 

R. He read that ſection, which de- 
ſcribes the miſſion of Moſes. I took 
particular notice of it, 

F. You did well, The miſſion of 

G 2 Moſes 


F Exod, ills iv. 
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Moſes is the moſt important article in 
the hiſlory of our nation. He un- 
doubtedly related it with the utmoſt 
preciſion. But let us hear the man of 
God, THe ANGEL oF IEHOVAR ap- 
peared unto Moſes in a flame of fire, out of 
the midſt of a buſh . . . and Jehovah 
ſaid, Dram not nigh hither , put off thy 
ſhoes from off thy feet; for the place, 
whereon thou ftandeſt, is holy ground. 
I am THE Go oF Thy FATHER, THE 
GOD of ABRAHAM, THE GoD OF 
Isaac, AND THE GoD of JAcoB. . .. 
Say unto the children of Iſrael, I Au, I- 
HOVAH, THE GOD OF YOUR FATHERS, 
THE Gop of ABRAHAM, THE Gop or 
Isaac, THE Gor or Jacor, hath ſent 
me unto you: this is My NAME for ever, 
and this is MY MEMORIAL unto all genera- 
tions. Go, and I will be with thee; have 


not 1 Jznovan made the dumb, the deaf, 
the 
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the ſeeing, and the blind? Is it not 
plain, that he, who ſent Moſes, was 
Jehovah? 

R. What ſay the ſcribes, maſter ? 
J. What they ſay is of very little 
conſequence, for ever ſince they have 
left off to take heed to the Lord, and 
have given themſelves up to the enthu- 
fiaſm of Bath Kol, they have anſwers 
ed the prophet's deſcription, bey ſee 
indeed: but perceive not.. Some of 
them pretend, that a created angel held 


this converſation with Moſes, and ſpoke 
in the name of God, becauſe he was a 
meſſenger of God. But they wreſt 
the ſcriptures, Moſes was a meſſenger 
of God to our fathers : but would our 
fathers have zowed their heads and wor- 
ſhipped, if Moſes had ſaid I am the God 
of your fathgrs, the God of Abraham, . the 


G 3 God 
1 Iſa. vi. 9. 
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God of Iſaac, the God of Jacob; draw not 
nigh to ME; put off your ſhoes; and ſo 
on? The language of Moſes and the 
prophets is, Thus $A1TH THE LosD. 

O. We allow then the ſecond fact. 
He, who appeared to our fathers, was 
Jehovah, 

J. If I reſt the evidence of this fact 
on this ſection, I do it only for the 
ſake of drawing the ſubject into a nar- 
row compaſs; for 1 could argue from 
the appearance to Hagar; from that 
to Abraham, to whom Jehovah ap- 
peared in human form, accompanied 
by two other men, & afterwards called 
angels;* to him our father prayed for 
Sodom aficr the two other appearances 
were gone to inform Lot+f of the de- 
ſtruction of that city; and him he 

| ; called 


Gen. xvi. 5 Gen. xviii. 1, 2. * Gen, xix. 1. 
+ Gen. xviii. 22. 
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called THz JUDGE OF THE WHOLE 
EARTH. The hiſtory of Jacob alone 
affords ſufficient proof. The angel, 
who ſpoke to Jacob in a dream, called 
himſelf THz Gop or BeTaeL;Þ and 
the man, with whom Jacob wreſtled, and 
to whom be made ſupplication, is called 
Jzrovan, Tre Lord Gop or Hoss. ] 
There are many more appearances re- 
corded in the lame manner. Either he, 
who appeared, was the true God, or 
Moſcs has confounded the creature 
with the Creator in a manner very 
dangerous to the honour of the bleſſed 
God, God may, and in the nature of 
things God mult, aſſume a form to 
render himfſclf viſible to mortals. If 
that form be human, the beholders will 
naturally ſay a man appeared: but nei- 

G 4 | ther 


1 Gen, xxxi. 11. 13 XxXVviii- 13 &c. l Gen. XXII. 24. 
Hola xii. 42 5 | 


( W--3 


ther men, nor angels, may aſſume the 
incommunicable names and titles of 
God; nor may they ſuffer themſelves 
| to be worſhipped ; nor may they bleſs 
i in their own names, Three times Ja- 
ut cob called him, who appeared to him, 
an angel; once he called him a man; 
Wl. and above thirty times he gave him 
i | the titles Jehovah, God. The inviſi- 
| ble God did appear to our fathers then, 
in kuman form. 

R. Did he not alſo appear in angelic 
form, Rabbi? 

7. There is a claſs of beings, which 
we call angels, a //tle higher than man- 
kind: but the word angel is not de- 
ſcriptive of the nature, much leſs of 
any ſuppoſed form of theſe ſpirits; 
they are Jehovah's meſſengers, we know 


no more of them, and when they have 
| rendered 
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rendered themſelves viſible they have 
aſſumed a human form. The idea of 
God manifeſting himſelf to men in the 
| perſon of a man, is an idea that runs 
through all the hiſtory, and all the 
prophecies of our ſcriptures. This 
man is ſtiled Jehovah's fellow,* and the 
third fact, which I propoſe to your 
conſideration, is that, which the pro- 
phet Micah mentions. 

R. The three facts then are theſe. 
God is an inviſible ſpirit. God, the im 
viſible ſpirit, aſſumed an human form, 
and in it appeared to our fathers, in 
the early ages of the world. He, who 
aſſumed the form of a man in the early 
ages of the world in appearing to our 
fathers, actually became a man, and 
was born at Bethlehem. Judah. 

J. Theſe are the three facts, the in- 


| ference 
Zech. xiii, 73 
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ference is eaſy. Jeſus, who was born 
at Bethlehem, exiſted before his birth, 
appeared to our fathers, and was wor- 
ſhipped by them as Jehovah, the Lord 
their God. I have, to the prieſts, and 


to the populace, repeatedly preferred 
him before myſelf, becauſe he was be- 


fore me. f I die contented, becauſe in 
ſo doing, according to Gabriel's pre- 
diction to my father, I have turned 
many of the children of Jſrael To Tat 

LoD THEIR Gop.F 
O. We are then to conclude from 
the prophecy of Micah, and from the 
prophecy of Iſaiah, to which Jeſus re- 
ferred us, that he is God-man, the pro- 

miſed Meſſiah. 

J. For my part I have ſuch confi- 
fidence in the God of truth, who can 
have 


+ John bo 15 27. 30. 1 Luke i. 16. This paſſage, Dr. 
Clarke allows, delongs to Jelus Chriſt. 
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have no intereſt in deceiving us, and 
whoſe perfect wiſdom renders it impoſ- 
ſible for him to want proper words to 
expreſs his meaning, that one word of 
his is ſufficient to determine my mind 
on any ſubject. From the ſection in 
the prophet, and from the conduct of 
Jeſus, I reaſon thus. Iſaiah ſpeaks of 
works to be performed at the coming 
of JEnovan THE Gop or ISRAEL. 
Jesvs comes, performs the works, and 
claims the titles of which the prophet 
ſpeaks. If there be therefore any fixed 
meaning in words, any credit to be 
given to Jeſus, Jesus 18 JEHOVAN, THE 
Gop or ISRAEL. I am not offended. 
He cometh from heaven, be is above all, 
and he, who receiveth his teſtimony, ſets to 

his ſal, that God is true. 
Here I break off this ſuppoſed. dia- 
logue, 

John iii. 31. 23. 
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Jogue, my brethren: but I cannot diſ- 
miſs this article, without remarking one 
paſſage more, the quotation of which 
would give me the moſt contemptible 
idea of the writer's abilities, did I not 
believe that he took Jeſus Chriſt to be 
God, On the contrary, if he meant 
to prove the deity of Jeſus Chriſt, I 
admire his wiſdom, for the paſſage in- 
vincibly proves the point. This writer 
is S. Paul. S. Paul, in the firſt of He- 
brews, elevates Chriſt above the whole 
creation, and requires all the angels 
to adore him, We aſk, By what au- 
thority do you require the celeſtial 
ſpirits to adore a man? Becauſe, re- 
plies he, God ſaith, Let all the angels of 
God worſhip iM. We anſwer, There 
is no ſuch paſſage in the genuine ſcrip- 
tures. There 1s, indeed, a paſſage in 
the rfinety-ſeventh pſalm, which ſaith, 
Con- 
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Confounded be all they, that ſerve graven 
images, that boaſt themſelves of idols: 
worſhip JEHOVAH all ye gods, or angels. 
But how does a command to. worſhip 
Jzenovan apply to the worſhip of Je- 
sus? If Jeſus and Jehovah be not the 
ſame, art thou not the leaſt and laſt of 
all pretenders to reaſon? 

Let us hear the pſalmiſt. Tux 
LorD reigneth, let the earth rejoice: let 
the multitude of ifles be glad thereof. 
Clouds and darkn:ſs are round about HIM: 
righteouſneſs and judgment are the habita- 
tion of His throne. A fire goeib before 
HIM, and burneth up His enemies round 
about. His lightinings enlightned the 
world : the earth ſaw and trembled. The 
hills melted like wax at the preſence of 
JEHovan : at the preſence of THB"L.okD 
OF THE WHOLE EARTH. T be heavens 
declare nis righteouſneſs: and all the 


people 
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people ſee His glory. Confounded be all 


they, that ſerve graven images, that boaſt 
themſelves of idols; woRSHIP HIM ALL 


ye Gops. The natural impreſſions, 


which | theſe ' paſſages make on the 


reader, are theſe. The plaſmiſt de- 


ſcribes the supREME Gop, and com- 


mands the angels to worſhip HIM. S. 


Paul quotes the pſalm, applies it to 
Jesus, and commands the angels to 


worſhip mim. JEsvs is therefore, in 


S. Paul's account, Gop SUPR EME. 


VII. Zxamine, whether events have. 
juſtified that notion of Chriſtianity, which 


the prophets gave their countrymen of it, 
if Feſus Chriſt be not God. The com- 
ing of the Meſſiah was foretold by 
the prophets. The calling of the gen- 
tiles from the worſhip of idols to the 
worſhip of the one living and true God, 
is one event, which, the prophets ſaid, 
the 


t 
0 
0 
FF 
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the coming of the Meſſiah ſhould bring 
to paſs. If Jeſus Chriſt be God, the 
event anſwers the prophecy; if not, 
the event is not come to pals, for 
Chiſtians in general worſhip Jeſus, 

which is idolatry, if he be not God, 
The ſecond, third, and fourth chap- 
ters of Iſaiah are one continued diſ- 
courſe, The firſt five verſes foretell 
the advent of the Meſſiah, and the call 
of the gentiles. From the fixth verſe 
to the end of the third chapter, the re- 
jection of the Jews, and the deſtruction 
of idolatry are foretold. And the fourth 
chapter is a conſolatory cloſe to the diſ- 
courſe, addreſſed to the pious Jews: 
The deſtruction of idolatry, in the ſe- 
cond part, 1s thus expreſſed. The day 
of the Lord of hoſts ſhall be upon ALL THE 
HILLS, that are lifted up, and upon ALL 
PLEASANT PICTURES, THE LorD 
ALONE 
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ALONE ſhall be exalted in that day, And 
THE IDOLS be ſhall utterly aboliſh. The 
prophet calls this waking in the light of 
the Lord; and S. Paul adopts the ſtyle, 
and ſays to the Epheſians, who had been 
idolaters, Ye were ſomelimes darkneſs : 
but now are ye light in the Lord; walk 
as children f light. * The prophet 
Iſaiah was not ſingular in his notion. 
Another prophet ſays, Jenovan 1 
famiſh all the gods of the earth, and men 
ſaall woRSHIP HIM, every one from his 
place, even all the iſles of the heathen.+ 
Another ſays, Tae LOD ſpall be king 
over all the earth: in that day there ſhall 
be one LORD AND HIS NAME ONE. T A 
fourth adds, From the riſing of the ſux 
even unto the going down of the ſame, uv 
NAME /ball be great among the gentiles, and 
in every place incenſe ſhall be offered unto 

MY 

of pt. », 8. F Zeph. ii. 11. 1 Zech. xiv. 9. 
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MY NAME, and a pure offering : for ur 


NAME SHALL BE GREAT AMONG THE 


KEATHEN, SAITH THE LORD OF Hosts.“ 
The prophets then intended to make 
their countrymen underſtand, that the 
advent of the Meſſiah would be fatal to 
idolatry by eftabliſhing the pure wor- 
ſhip of one living and true God. Let 
us ſee whether events juſtify this pre- 
diction, | 

The Reverend Mr. Lindſey affirms, 


that © all chriſtian people, for upwards 


of three hundred years after Chriſt, 
were generally Unitarians, what is now 
called either Arian or Socinian,” + 


Mr. Lindſey is not ſingular in his opi- 


nion. Some eminent men in the church 


of Rome, and ſome learned divines in 
the proteſtant churches; both at home 


and abroad, have maintained the ſame 


H opinion, 
* Mal.i.11, + Apol. p. 24. edit. ad. 


* 
4 
* 


(9) 
opinion. On the other hand, divines 
equally learned, and equally credible, 
have maintained the oppoſite opinion, 
and this laſt claſs, I think, have em- 
braced that ſide, which has feweſt diffi- 
culties in it, and the beft arguments to 
ſupport it. It would be unfair, my 
fellow chriſtians, io engage you in a 
queſtion, which muſt receive its anſwer 
from records, that are inacceſſible to 
moſt of you, The deciſion, too, very 
little concerns you; for the rule of your 
faith 1s not the uncertain ſtyle of the. 
fathers, but the ſure word of God. You. 
have been taught to anſwer all queſtions 
of this kind with that well known ſay- 
ing of a great man; THE BIBLE, THE 
BIBLE 1S THE RELIGION OF PROTES- 


TANs. 
Our preſent argument does not enter 


into this queſtion. We only affirm, 
what 
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arhat neither fide will deny, that let the 
telief of the primitive chriſtians be what 
it would, their practice was to WORSHIP 
Jesvs Cnrisr., However they de- 
ſcribed his nature in their creeds, wor- 
ſhip him they certainly did. 

In proof of this I will adduce three 
unſuſpected witneſſes, who, having no 
ſhare in our diſpute, can have no kind 
of intereſt in deceiving us. The works 
of the two firſt you have in Engliſh; 
and aſk any one, who is capable of an- 
ſwering, whether I impoſe on you in 
the laſt, Our firſt witneſs is Pliny. 
Pliny was appointed governor of the 
province of Bithynia by the Emperor 
Trajan, in the year one hundred and 
three, There were chriſtians in that 
province in S, Peter's time, and he 
wrote his epiſtles to them. Pliny ex- 

H 2 amined, 


+ x Pet. i. 1. 2 Pet. iii. 1. 
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amined, and puniſhed ſeveral chriſtians 
for their nonconformity to the eſtabliſh. 
ed religion of the empire. In a letter 
to the Emperor, giving an account of 
his conduct, he declares, hey affirmed 
the whole of their guilt, or their error, 
was, that they met on à certain ſtated day 
before it was light, and ADDRESSED 
THEMSELVES IN A FORM OF PRAYER TO 
CHRIST, As TO SOME Gop, &c.“ The la- 
tin of the latter part of this ſentence Dr. 
Watts has put in the title page of your 
hymn-books; and probably the Dr. 
would have rendered the words, hey ſang 
hymns to Chriſt as to a God, Both come 
to the ſame. Pliny meant to inform the 
emperor, that chriſtians WORSHIPPED 

Chriſt, | 
The eſtabliſhed church has inſerted 
one of the ancient prayers in the litur- 
gy. 


* Pliny's Epiſtles, book x. epiſt. 97. 
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oy. It is intitled, A prayer of S. Chry- 


ſeoſtom, and runs thus. ALMIGHTY 
Gop, . . . who doſt promiſe, that when 
two or three are gathered together in 
THY name . . fulfill now, O Loxo, 
the deſires and PETITIONS of thy ſer- 
vants.”* The reverend Mr. Lindſey 
changes thy name into thy Son's name.T 
We do not diſpute now the propriety of 
this alteration, We affirm an hiſtorical 
fact. The primitive chriſtians worſhip- 
ped Chriſt. 

Our ſecond witneſs is Mohammed. 
This Arabian impoſtor lived in the 
ſixth century, (We will return to 
earlier evidence preſently, This, as 
we ſhall fee by and by, belongs to the 
queſtion.) In ſpeaking” of Chriſtians, 
he ſays, They are infidels, «who ſay, Verily 
Cod is Chriſt, the ſon of Mary. T Chrif. 


H 2 tians 


® Litany, + Apol. p. 186. f Sale's Koran, chap. v. 
entitled, The 'Tabie. 
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tians ſay, C briſt is the Son of God: may 
God refit them! They are cemmanded to: 
werſbip one Ged only; thourh the Ibol A. 
TERS be averſe thereto} In the light 
of infidels and idolaters he conſiders. 
chriſtians throughout the Koran; and, 
indeed, had not chriſtians worſhipped 
Chriſt, he could have had no ſhadow 
of a pretence to reform their religion, 
and to bring them back to the worſhip- 
of one God. 

Our third witneſs is Tuſtin Martyr. 
Juſtin had been a heathen philoſopher, 
and, after his converſion: to chriſtianity, 
he publiſhed two apologies for chriſ- 
tianity, which he addreſſed to the reigns 
ing Emperors, in order to diſſuade 
them from perſecutipg chriſtians, 
Theſe apologies are ſome of the moſt 
valuable remains of antiquity. The 

apo- 


| + Chap. ix. entitled, The Declaration of In munity. 
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apologiſt deſcribes the doctrine, the 
worſhip, and the converſation of the 
chriſtians of his time. The pagans, 
ſays he, tax us with atheiſm: and if 
by atheiſm they mean a refuſul. of wor- 
ſhipping heathen deities, we own we ar? 
atheiſts: but, if by atheiſm they mean 
a refuſal of worſhipping any God, we 
diſewn the charge. The true God, the 
Father '. oo „ ERS 
the Spirit WE WORSHIP, AND ADORE, 
&c.* Chriſtians in Juſtin's time, that 
is, about one hundred and fifty years 

after Chriſt, worſhipped Jeſus Chrift. 
That the far greater part of chriſ- 
tians have continued to worſhip Jeſus 
will not be. doubted, The worſhip. 
pers of the Son of God are not ſo hard 
driven to make out a ſucceſſion as to 
be obliged to inſert the name of Peter 
H 4 Abelard 


* Apol. ils 
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Abelard of amorous memory. That 
Abelard, who could with equal facility 
explain EzekiePs prophecies, and com- 
poſe amorous ſonnets for Heloiſe; that 
Abelard, who was equally free to un- 
fold the doctrine of the Trinity, and 
ruin the peace of a family, by de- 
* bauching his patron's niece ; that Abe- 
lard is put into a liſt of unitarians by a 
gentleman of unſpotted morality, in 
whoſe eyes a vile perſon is abborred. A 
proof of the ſcarcity of unitarians, and 
conſequently of the general homage, 
that chriſtians have paid to Jeſus 
Chriſt.+ 
If Jeſus Chriſt be a mere man, the 
. adoration of him is idolatry, Idolatry 


is either, 1. The worſhipping the true 
| God 


+ Rev. Mr. Lindſey's Apology, p. 30. After all, Abe- 
lard was a trinitarian. See Abelard. Rem. M. in Bayle. 
The fincere apologi?, I dare ſay, had not attended to Bayle's 
account of Abclard, 
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God by a material ſymbol, or repreſen- 
tation; or, 2. The worſhipping of 
creatures, either by forſaking the true 
God, and ſerving others only; or by 
worſhipping others together with him. 
If therefore the bulk. of chriſtians have 
worſhipped Jeſus, and if Jeſus be a 
mere man only, the generality of chriſ- 
tians have fallen into idolatry, _ 

We affirm nothing more in this arti- 


cle than what our opponents allow, 


The deſign of Mr. Firmin was to 
regain chriſtians to. the worſhip of one 
God, and the principles on which he 
went are thus expreſſed. 1. The 
te great deſign and ſcope of BoTn teſt a- 
ments, and the REASON that they 
were given by God, was to regain 
« mankind.to the belief and acknow- 
« ledgement of zur one Gop; to de- 
« {troy polytheiſm or ALL soR TS. 


« 2..The 
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« 2, The wHOLE CHRISTIAN CHURCH 
44 13 HEATHEN already in the majority 
of its members.”* The firſt of theſe 
facts is allowed on both ſides, and the 
laſt cannot be denied if: Jeſus Chriſt be 
a mere man. But the ſilence of both 
teſtaments on this horrid corruption of 
chriſtianity, while the writers of both 
foretold other corruptions of little or 
no conſequence compared with this, 
affords a ſtrong preſumption that the 
whole chriſtian church has not injured 
the unity of God by worſhipping 
Chriſt; and if our chriſtianity be thar, 
which the prophets foretold, it is cer- 
tain, it hath, wherever it came, de- 
ſtroyed polytheiſm of all ſorts, regained 
men to the belief of 3ur ont Gop, and 
the belicf of Chriſt's divinity is not 
inconſiſtent with it. 


If 


Rev. Mr. Lindſey's Apology, p. 196, 197. 


(ap 

If the apoſtles did not foreſee this 
idolatrous worſhip of Jeſus, God gave 
them a leſs degree of the ſpirit than he 
gave Moſes; and then what become 
of all thoſe paſſages in both teſtaments, 
which declare the mosT plentiful effu- 
ſion to the apoſtles? If the apoſtle 
did foreſee, and did not foretell, this 
dangerous departure from their doc- 
trine, what become of all their fine 
profeſſions of declaring the wol x eoux- 
SEL of Gad, of keeping back NOTRING: 
that might be profitable, of imparting their 
owN.SOULS, and ſo on? Are not all 
theſe rather romantic ? 

The writers of the new teſtament, 
who eſtabliſhed a purity of faith and 
manners in the firſt churches, forefaw 
and foretold the corruptions of chriſ- 
tianity. In regard to MoRaLs, they 
faid men would become unholy, heady,, 


lieb 
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big h minded, lovers of pleaſures more than 
lovers of God. + They ſaid alſo, In the 
latter times, ſome ſhall depart from Tas 
FAITH, giving heed to the dofirine of DE- 
Mods. T Demons, according to the 
theology of the gentiles, were middle 
powers between tlie ſovereign gods and 
mortal men. Of theſe demons there 
were accounted two kinds. One kind 
of demons were the ſouls of men dei- 
fied or canonized after death. The 


other kinds of demons were ſuch as 


had never been the ſouls of men, nor 
ever dwelt in mortal bodies. Theſe 
latter demons may be parallelled with 
angels, as the former may with cano- 
nized faints.$ S. Paul therefore fore- 
told, that chriſtianity ſhould be cor- 


rupted with the worſhipping of ſaints 
and 


t 2 Tim. iii. I, &c. 1 1 Tim. iv. I, 
8 See the preſent Right Rev. Biſhop of Briſtol's Diſſer- 
tations on the Prophecies, Diſſ. xxili. 
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and angels. Theſe events have come 
to paſs, and they confirm the truth of 
the goſpel, as the devils publiſhed of 
old the miſſion of Chriſt, But in what 
part of the holy ſcriptures can we 
find the leaſt intimation of chriſtians 
falling into idolatry by worſhipping 
Chriſt? Thoſe ſcriptures, which are 
able to make men wiſe unto ſalvation; 
thoſe ſcriptures, which were given by 
inſpiration of God, and are profitable for 
doftrine, for reproof, for correction, for 
inſtrudtion in righteouſneſs; thoſe. ſcrip- 
tures, which make a man of God perfect, 
and thoroughly furniſh him unto all good 
works,* would they have left us with- 
out warning on this dangerous topic ? 
Why did not the founders of chriſ- 
tianity, like the Jewiſh legiſlator, call 
heaven and earth to record againſt their 

ſuc- 


® 2 Tim. iii. 15. 
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ſucceſſors, and warn them againſt wor. 
ſhipping A New Gop, THAT CAME 
NEWLY UP, whom ther fathers feared 
20. 

If the worſhipping of Jeſus Chriſt, 
under the ſanction of revelation, be 
idolatry, whether that ſanction be real 
or pretended, it 1s the moſt dangerous, 
becauſe the moſt ſpecious, kind of idol- 
atry, that ever appeared in the world; 
an idolatry, that has ſomehow or other 
originared in the oracles of God; an 
idolatry, that has interwoven itſelf with 
civil conſtitutions; an idolatry, that 
deludes the moſt upright of mankind ; 
an idolatry, of longer ſtanding than any 
other; an idolatry, therefore, the moſt 
likely to remain for ever, Is this the 
Day which Abraham ſaw, and was 
GLAD?t Was it the approach of this 


LU - 


+ Deut. xxxi. 24—29. xxIII. 15-253. 1 John viii. 56. 
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LUMINARY,|| that occaſioned the raptu- 
rous flights of the prophets? Is this 
the reigning of JEHOVAH before his an- 
cients gloriouſly ?F Is this the making of 
new heavens, and a new earth, wherein 
dwelleth R1GHTEQUSNESS ?* Is the 
THRONE, from whence laws proceed, 
that make all things new, filled by an 
uſurper ?+ And is the name, whereby 
ME Hall be called, THE LORD OUR RIGH- 
TEQUSNESS ?F * O thou immortal, invi- 
ſible only wiſe God! rather than ſuffer 
thy glory to be thus obſcured, cover 
the doating prophets with confuſion! 
Periſh chriſtianity with all its gaudy. 
ſplendor! Give us back Judaiſm | 
Return us Moſes, who was Faithful in 
all thy houſe ! | 

It the goſpel have acſtroyed idola- 


try; 


Mal. iv. 2. Luke i. 78. 5 Iſa. xziv. 23. * Ifa. lzy.” 
17. IX vi. 22. t Rev, xxi. LL 1 Jer. XXIII. 57 6. 


11 


Cm) 
try; if it have ſecured the lives, the 
properties, the honours, the civil and 
religious liberties of mankind; if it 
have illuminated the minds, purified: 
the hearts, and ſaved the ſouls of mil- 
lions of men; it deſerves all the en- 
comiums given it by the prophets. 
Where are the thirty thouſand gods, 
that were worſhipped in Greece in E- 
hſha's time? ] Are they not caſt to the 
bats, and the mules?, Where are the 
nineteen beaſts in human ſhape, who 
were enſlaved by every twentieth lord ?® 
Who opened their blind eyes to their dig- 
nity, and brought theſe priſoners out of 
the priſen houſe? The Lord Jeſus 
came forth as a mighty man; be ſtirred 
up jealouſy like a man of war; be cried; 
yea roared; be prevailed againſt bis ene- 


mies. 


So Heſiod reckoned them, and he lived in Eliſha's time. 
See Potter's Antiquit. vol. i. book ji. chap 1. F Iſa. ii. 
20. * Potter, vol. i, book i» chap. 10. + Iſa, xlii. 9+ 
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wries. He brought the blind by a way 
that they knew not, be made darkneſs light 
before them. 1 Well may the wilderneſs, 
the cities, the villages, the caves, give 
glory to Jebovab-Jeſus, and declare bis 
praiſe in the iſlands. 

If we allow, that Jeſus Chriſt hath 
deſtroyed idolatry, although he is wor- 
ſhipped himſelf, the errors and vices of 
the chriſtian world will appear few in 
compariſon of thoſe, which abounded 
in the heathen world ; and, compared 
with the benefits derived from the goſ- 
pel, they are only like ſpots in the ſun. 
VIII. If Feſus Chriſt be not God, you 
will be obliged to allow, that Mohammed 
has written more clearly on the nature of 
Chriſt, than the apoſtles bave, and_that 


- the Turks, bo reject the goſpel, have © 


clearer notions of the nature of. Jeſus 


1 Iſa, xlii. 13. 16. 11, 12. 
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Chriſt, than chriſtians have, who receives 


and ſtudy its 


Inſpired writers. 


The word — 
Gov.* 
Jeſus is THe 


BRIGHTNESS OF 
Gop's GLORY, and 
THE EXPRESS IMAGE 
OF HIS PERSON. 

He fhall be called the 
SON of Ged. 


Teſus Chriſt is LORD 
OF ALL 


= ">. 
2 


* John i. Ts 
+ Heb. i. Jo 


Luke i. 355 
k Acta x. 36. 


Mohammed. 


They are 1NF t- 
DELs who ſay, God 
is Chriſt,* | * 

Chriſt the Son of 
Mary is no more than 
an AOS TLEB. 


* 
* 


Chriſtians ſay Chriſt 
is the Son of God. 
How are they infatu- 
ated !f Far be it from 
God that he- ſhould 
have a Sox. 1 

Jeſus is no other than 
a SERVANT, || : 


When 


* Sale's Koran, ch. v. The 
Table. + Ch. v. f Ch. i. 
The Declaration of Immuni- 


ty. Ch. iv. Women. || Ch, 
xlid, Ornaments of Gold. 
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When Peter (confeſſed, ' Thou art 
Chriſt, the Son of the living Cod; Jeſus 
anſwered, Upon this rock I will build my 


church, and the gates of hell ſhall not pre- 


vail againſt it.. With much the ſame 
view S. Paul ſaid, The church of the liv- 


ing God is the pillar and ground of truth. 


To preſerve this truth for ever in the 


church, Jeſus Chrift promiſed his diſci- 
ples to be with them akvay even uvnro 


THE END OF THE WORLD. T T be ſpirit 


of TRUTH, ſaid he, whom THE WORLD 
CAN NOT RECEIVE, duwelieth with vou, 


and ſhall be in you, be ſhall ABIDE wita 
YOU FOR EVER, | But, if the genera- 


-lity of chriſtians believe the divinity 
of a mere man, they believe a lie, and 
the /pirit of truth, wham 4þe world gan- 
not receive, has forſaken the chriſtian 
church, and dwells in the moſques of a, 
vile impoſtor, | "or 


12 3 
* Mat. x vi. 18. + T Tim. iii. 15. 1 Mat. XXViil, 20. 
; 1 John xiv, 16, 17. 
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It may be ſaid, Mohammed taught 
the unity of God. The unity of God 
is truth, and if one truth dwell with an 
impoſtor, why may not another? We 
anſwer, The unity of God 1s diſcovera- 
ble by the light of nature; it'is a truth 
of natural religion: but the doctrine of 
Chriſt's perſon is a truth of revelation, 
Of the truths of revelation Chriſt and 
his apoſtles ſpeak. The generality of 
chriſtians underſtand a truth of revela- 
tion in one ſenſe, Mohammed and his 
| followers underſtand it in a contrary 
ſenſe. A high degree of probability is 
againſt the latter, ; 

Laſtly. Confider what numberleſs 
paſſages of ſcripture have no ſenſe, or 4 
very. abſurd one, if Jeſus Chriſt be a mere 
man. To give a few inſtances. Jeſus 
Chriſt was made of the ſeed of David ac- 
cording to the fleſh.}F What a ſtrange 

. expreſſion! 


” * 


| 
al 
1 
Aj 
| 
[- 
| 
| 
| | 
| 
4 
I 
5 
9 
| 
1 
11 
| 
| 
| ; 


1 Rom. i, Jo 


(2229 3} 

expreſſion! It might as well be ſaid, 
Paul was made of the ſeed of Benjamin 
according to the fleſh. What would ſuch 
a ſaying mean? 

Great is the myſtery of godlineſs, God 
was manifeſt in the fleſh.F According 
to the principle, which we oppoſe, S. 
Paul ſays, Great is the myſtery of godli- 
neſs, What? Why, God made a very 
wiſe man, A great myſtery indeed! 
He, that hath ſeen me, hath ſeen the 
Father.| That is, He, that hath ſeen 
me, hath heard my doctrine. 

O Father ! glorify me with thine own 
ſelf, with the glory, which ] had with thee 
before the world was.* According to 
the notion which we oppoſe, our Sa- 
viour means, Glorify me with the 
glory, which was decreed for me be- 
fore the world was. As well might 


I 3 Paul 
I 1 Tims iii. 16. John xive 9. Joha xvii. 5, 


t n 
Paul have faid; when he was ſhips 
wrecked, Save us on boards and on 
broken pieces of the ſhip with that 
ſafety, which we had with thee before 


the world was. 
Jeſus Chriſt, being in tbe form of Cod, 


obought it not robbery to be equal with: 
God.. That is, ſay ſome, Jeſus, not 
being God, thought not of the robbery 
of being equal with God. Glorious: 
humility ! A creature did not think of 
ranking himſelf with the creator | The 
humbleſt effort of the wiſeſt human 
mind was only not to equal itſelf with 
J chovah ! | | 
Tue Lord ſaid unto my Lord, Sit thou 
at my right hand . . . thou art a prieſt 
for ever. } That js, ſay ſome, the Lord 
Jehovah ſaid unio king David, Thou art, 
F all the ſons of men, my principal favou- 
rite, 


+ Phil. ii. 6. I Pal. ex. 1. 4 
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rite, who baſt free acceſs to me. In vain 
have learned men objected, David could 
not ſay of himſelf, The Lord ſaid unto 
my lord; nor did he fit at the right hand 
of God, exalted above men-and angels z 
nor were all his enemies. ſubdued under 
his feet; nor did they whom he con- 
quered pay him a willing obedience; 
nor was he an everlaſting prieſt, or an 
everlaſting ing; nor was his dominion 
exten/ive over the nations and the Gen- 
tiles. In vain, I ſay, have learned 
men objected theſe difficulties; the for- 
mer is an improved ſenſe, for it keeps 
moſt out of ſight the idea of worſbip- 
ping David's Lord, Conſequences dan- 
gerous to favourite opinions might 
follow. One might inquire, Me is 
David's Lord? David might reply, 


| 14 My 
Ruarus, and ſome other ſocinians, propoſe and adopt 


this interpretation. See Dr, meh; Remarks on Ecgle- 
ſiaſtical Hiſtory, vel. iii. ; 
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My ſoul ! thou baſt ſaid unto Jznovam, 
Thou ART My Lord ;5 and a third 
might urge, David ſpeaketh, in the ſix- 
teenth pſalm, concerning Ixsus of Naza- 
retb ;* the RooT of David; the bright, 
the morning ar; THE L.oRD GoD OF 
THE HOLY PROPHETS, who ſent bis angels 

to teftify theſe things in the churcbes. 
Take another example from the ſame 
pſalm. He, Maxentius and his hoſt— 
all drink, ſhall be drowned—of the 
brook, in the river Tiber—therefore ſhall 
be, Conſtantine—lift up his bead, tri- 
umph over Maxentius F || This is the 
expoſition of that truly great man, Le 
Clerc: but, take away his name, and 
what has it to recommend it? When 
Mr... Whiſtonmapplied a part of the 
Revelation of St. John to prince Eu- 
| gene's 


& Pſal, xvi. a. A4, ii, 25. +ÞRevexxii, 6, 16. 
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gene's wars, and procured his ealeula- 
tions to be preſented to the prince; 
the generous prince politely rewarded 
the author for his labour, proteſting 
at the ſame time, he never knew till 
then, that he had the honour of being 
known to S. John, & is very que- 
ſtionable whether Conſtantine, - and 
Maxentius, had the honour of * 
known to David. 

God forbid, we ſhould tax "es ex- 
poſitors with wilfully perverting the 
word of God; like Abimelech, in tbe 
integrity of their hearts they ſpeak and 
act: but, when the beſt of men adopt 
a favourite notion, eagerneſs to com- 
municate what gives themſelves ſo much 
pleaſure too often takes place of eyery 
other conſideration, and their conduct 
frequently reminds us, that the integrity 8 

| | * 


2 Gen. xx. 5, 6 


of an expoſitor and the ruth of his ex: 
poſition are two very diſtinct things. 
We will illuſtraté this ' remark by 
two paſſages from the worthy and res 
verend Mr. Lindſey, Theſe are his 
words. 1 M13 
„% Rev. v. 13. Bleſſing and honour, 
« Nc. be unto him, that fitteth on the 
« throne, and to the Lamb for ever and 
* ever. The bleſſing and honour is ten- 
* dered to the object PRESENT and viSI- 
« LE.“ But we have obſerved in 8. 
Stephen's caſe, that idolatry doth not 
conſiſt in worſhipping an invifible ob- 
jet, The vijſibility and the invifibility 
of the object have nothing to do with 
the nature of the act. Is a papiſt leſs 
an idolater when he worſhips the hoſt 
expoſed to view than when he worſhips 
the ſame hoſt incloſed in a pix? 
- «The; 
7; Apol. p. 136. | 


way) 
The object, fays Mr. Lindley, 
% was not upon the throne: but fandi ng 
before the mid of the tbrone.“ The 
p0Hure and the place of the object have 
nothing to do with the nature of the act. 
According to this reaſoning, when the 
Lord deſcended in the cloud, and sTood 
ith Moſes on the mount, he was not an 
object of worſhip, he was not'on the 
throne. If ſitting on the throne entitle 
Jeſus to adoration, why is not our. diſ- 
pute ended? Does he not ſay, I am ſet: 
down with my Father in nis throne.* 
Mr. Lindſey goes on, * The reaſon” 
< alſo, which is aſſigned for this woxsnHIr 
being paid bim. How] worſhip paid 
to Jeſus Chriſt! J proteſt, were I read 
ing an apology written as long ago as 
Juſtin, Martyr's, I ſhould ſuſpect copy- 
iſts of interpolating. I ſhould think. 
[| Exod, xxxiv. 5 Rev. iii. 21. 


CD) 2 
the manuſcript - had . paſſed - through 
Athanaſian hands, and greatly needed 
emendation. For, in the contents of 
this very apology, and in the margin, I 
read, Religious worſhip to be paid to God 


the Father ONLY, AND NOT TO OUR 


Lord JEsus CHRIST. Who would 
imagine that the author meant Religious 
worſhip to be paid to our Lord Jeſus 
Chrift, and a HIGHER DEGREE of it 1e 
the Father oNLy, | 
Mr. Lindley farther adds, “ The of- 

e cribing glory and honour to Chriſt, does 
in NO DEGREE imply him to be God, or 
© AUTHORIZE THE WORSHIP OF HIM, er 
« prayer to him. It is no more than a de- 
&* claration of our reverence of him, and 
« high eſteem "of "bis moſt perfect moral 
e charatter and goodneſs: We may, there- 
« fore, and we ought on all proper occa- 
« fions to join with his apoſtle in ſaying, 
+ :% 2 Fes 
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<«-2 Pet. ili. 18, To HM BE GLORY 
« pOTH NOW AND FOR BVER:” Chriſt's 
MosT perfect moral character deſerves an 
aſcription of glory to him both now and 
for ever. By parity of reaſon every de- 
gree of moral rectitude - merits ſome, 
aſcription of glory to its poſſeſſor. I 
think, the author of the apology hath 
a great degree of moral re&itude : but 
I dare not ſay, Glory be to THE APQLO= 
G1ST! I dare not ſay, Bleſſing, and bo- 
nour, and glory, and power, be unto PAUL, 
and unto Moss, and unto GaBRIELI. I 
do not reaſon on the force of the terms. 
I reaſon thus, There is a doxology in 
the old teſtament compoſed by an in- 
ſpired-man, and by him appropriated to 
the bleſſed God. Its profane to 
praiſe a creature in the form of that 
doxology. : 


- . 
T: n —_— * 


Mr. 


Compare 1 Chron, xxix, 11, with Rev. v. 13. 
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Mr. Lindſey goes on. © 1 Tim. i. 2. 
T7 thank Jeſus Chriſt our Lord, who hath 
enabled me, for that he counted me faithful, 
putting me into the miniſtry, This is no 
addreſs of thanks to Cbriſt as an object of 
worſhip, but a ſudden emotion of gratitude 
in the apoſile's mind, and expreſſion of his 
thankfulneſs to Chrift for bis own miracu- 
tous converſion, Acts ix. and call to be an 
apaRtle,” 

The queſtion is not whether theſe 
words proceeded from a ſudden, or a low 
emotion; S. Paul was inſpired to write 
them, IT 18 Ax expreſſion of bis thank- 
fulneſs to Chriſt: but 1T Is xo adareſs 
of thanks to Chriſt as an object of wor- 
ſhip. But this is taking for granted 
what ought to have been proved. We 
fay, S. Paul gave praiſe to 7e/us Chriſt 
his Lord for a certain bleſſing, which, 
Ged had beſtowed on him. Mr. Lind- 
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ſey ſays, S. Paul gave praiſe to Jeſus 
for the bleſſing + but he not did praiſe 
him as God, We aſk the proof. | 

Were it neceſſary, we could prove 
from Mr. Lindſey's own conceſſions 
that Jeſus Chriſt is God. S. Paul 
thanked Chriſt for his own miraculous con- 
verſion, and call to be an apoſtle.” Chriſt, 
then, converted Saul, and conferred 
on him the apoſtleſhip, But one Ana- 
nias, a devout man, having @ good report 
of all the Jews, who dwelt at Damaſcus, 
declares, that the Lord, EVEN Tesvs, 
who appeared unto Saul in the way, was 
THE GOD OF THEIR FATHERS, This 
Lorp appeared to Ananias, and ſent Ana- 
nias to tell Saul, that he might be filled with 
the Holy Ghoſt.* If there h two truths 
clear in the holy ſcriptures, they are 
theſe; S. Paul aſcribes his converfion 
to God: 8. Paul thanks Chriſt for his 


Con- 
Acts xxii, 12. ix. 17, XAil. 14+ ix, 17. 
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converſion. The laſt propoſition Mr. 
Lindley allows; the firſt S. Paul re- 
peatedly affirms. One paſſage may 
ſuffice, Gop, WHO COMMANDED LIGHT 
TO SHINE OUT OF DARKNESS, hath ſhined 
in our bearts, to give the light of the 
knowledge of the glory of God in the face 
of Feſus Chriſt, It there be ſuch a thing 


as drawing a fair inference. from ſure 
premiſes, we may certainly conclude 
that S, Paul thought Jeſus Chriſt was 
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God, | | 1 
Let us recapitulate theſe articles, and j 
let us ſee the inſuperable difficulties, n 
which attend the denial of the divinity C 
of our Lord. b 
The new teſtament writers taught the ic 
heathens to call Jeſus Chriſt God; how. tl 
ever, they only meant'to inform them, J 
that Jeſus Chriſt was an extraordinary 
| man. They knew the heathens had for cr 


: ages 
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ages been accuſtomed to deify every ex- 
traordinary man; they intended to era. 
dicate this idolatrous cuſtom; and they 
undertook to do ſo by putting into their 
hands the hiſtory of a man, whom they 
called God, and to whom they aſcribed 
more and more beneficent ads, than 
poets, philoſophers, and hiſtorians had 
ever thought of aſcribing to heathen 
deities. 

The writers of the new teſtament de- 
ſcribed Jeſus Chriſt to the Jews, a 
people zealous to ſuperſtition of every 
name and title of the one living and true 
God, by thoſe very names and titles, 
by which that nation had for time 
immemorial deſcribed Gad; however, 
they only meant to informahe Jews that 
Jeſus was an extraordinary may. 

The writers of the new teſtament aſ- 
cribed to Jeſus Chriſt thoſe attributes 

K and 


( 130 ) 
and perfections, which no mortal had 
ever pretended before to aſcribe to any 
except to the Almighty God, and they did 
this in order to ſhew that he, who. poſ- 
ſeſſed theſe perfections, was a great 
man. 15 | 
The writers of the hiſtory of Jeſus 
declare, that he created the world, and 
that he preſerves it; that he redeemed 


the church, and that he ſanCtifies and 


ſaves it; that he is the maſter of all, 
and that he ſhall be judge of all man- 
kind, All theſe works, the perform- 
ance of which, requiring infinite per- 
fections, had always been aſcribed to 
God, theſe writers aſcribe to Jeſus for 
the ſake of convincing the world that 
he was an extraordinary man. 

The writers of the new teſtament 
actually worſhipped Jeſus Chriſt ThREIR- 
SELVES, they ſaid, THE FIRST MARTYR 


died 


Ne 


fo 
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died invoking him; they declared, that 
ALL THE ANGELS of God were command- 
ed to worſhip him; they ſaid, they ſaw ten 
thouſand times ten thouſand, and theuſands 
of thouſands round about the throne, and 
heard them ſay, Glory and honour be unto 
the Lamb for ever and ever; they re- 
quired EVERY KNEE 70 bow at the name 
of Jeſus, every knee in heaven, every 
knee in earth, and every knee under 
the earth, they demanded this homage 
to be paid to Chriſt by men, who had 
always proteſted againſt the paying of 
ſuch homage to any but God; how- 
ever, they never intended to perſuade 
men to worſhip Jeſus as God, they only 
meant to procure a high degree of ve- 
neration to him as a Very great man. 

The writers of the new teſtament ap- 
plied a great many prophecies, which 
foretold works to be performed by Ak 
K 2 mighty 
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mighty God, to Jeſus Chriſt; they 
fixed on certain events in his life, and 
they declared, that the production of 
theſe events was the accompliſhment of 
the forementioned prophecies : yet they 
did not mean to infinuate that Jeſus was 
God Almighty, they only meant, that his 
doing what the prophets had faid 
another ſhould do proved him to be the 
fervant of that other, and a very extra- 
ordinary man. 

The prophets had foretold, that 
Jeſus ſhoulc: deſtroy idolatry, and bring 
men to worſhip the one living and true 
God of Ifrael, Jeſus and his apoſtles 
endeavoured to fulfil theſe predictions: 
but, without their foreſeeing what would 
happen, the d iſeiples of Jeſus worſhip- 
ped him, a man, and not the God of 
Iſrael, and the bulk of chriſtians have 
continued to do ſo for upwards of ſeven- 

teen 
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teen hundred years, and are likely to do 
ſo to the end of the world. 

The Lord Jeſus encouraged his fol- 
lowers to believe, that the ſpirit of 
truth ſhould abide with them far ever : 
yet, it appears by the event, Jeſus 
Chriſt did not include in the promiſe 
that firſt great truth of chriſtianity, on 
which all the reſt are founded, the 
doctrine of his perſon; the Turks are in 
poſſeſſion of this truth, the generality 
of chriſtians have loſt it. It is a point, 
which chriſtians have always ſtudied 
in thoſe records, which are alone capa- 
ble of informing them; it is a point, 
which Turks have never ſtudied, being 
deſtitute of records, and of inclination 
to procure them; And Vet the Turks 
are in poſſeſſion of the true notion of 
Chriſt's perſon, and the generality of 
chriſtians have embraced a falſe one. 
Finally. A great many expreſſions 
K 3 peculiar 
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peculiar to revelation are eaſy and natu- 
ral, if the divinity of Chriſt be allowed, 
which, if Chriſt be a mere man, either 
have no meaning, or a very abfurd one; 
and yet Jeſus is a mere man, and the ex- 
preſſions in queſtion are capable of a 
very proper meaning by the help of 
learned and critical remarks, which 
criticiſms, although eſſential to the un- 
derſtanding of thoſe expreſſions, can 
never be underſtood by thoſe plain 
readers, for whoſe ſakes the expreflions 
were written. 

I appeal to any one of you, my 
brethren, whether the doctrine of our 
Lord's divinity be embarraſſed with any 
difficulties e ual to theſe; and whether 
theſe conſiderations ought not to induce 
us to allow S. John's propoſition, He, 
WHO WAS MADE FLESH, WAS Goo. 

A chriſtian, who admits the truth 
of this propoſition, walks in a plain 
and 
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and eaſy path. He reaſons thus. The 
inſpired writers call Jeſus God: There- 
fore he is God. The writers of the new 
teſtament deſcribe Jeſus by the ſame 
names, titles, attributes, and works, 
by which the prophets deſcribed God: 
Therefore he is God. Jeſus is wor- 
ſhipped by all the hoſt of heaven: Jeſus 
teaches his followers to do the will of 
God on earth as it is done in heaven: 
Therefore Iwill worſhip Jeſus on earth, 
as the angels worſhip him in heaven. 

Some Gentlemen have ſeen the evi- 
dence of this propoſition, and have been 
forced to allow, that Jeſus is God: 
who yet have endeavoured to explain 
the meaning of it away, and have al- 


lotted him only a deleg ate deity. Let 
us take a little circuit in order the more 


effe ctually to diſcover the truth, We 
will ſuppoſe a plain honeſt man endea- 
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vouring to obtain a right notion of the 
doctrine of our Saviour's perſon, with 
only the help of ſcripture, and common 
ſenſe. We will give him ſix propo- 
ſitions to examine, and hear his con- 
cluſions, 


PROPOSITION I. 
Jeſus was an Impoſtor. 

If Jeſus were not a good and virtuous 
man, he was certainly a very wicked 
perſon, A man, who could act that 
part in the world, which he did, muſt 
have been either virtuous or vicious in 
an extreme. Now I am able to prove, 
that a mind extremely depraved by vice 
could not have comprehended, much 
leſs would ig have recommended, ſuch 
a morality as Jeſus Chriſt taught, Je- 
ſus muſt have been a {crious thoughtful 
VIRTUQUS MAN, 
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PROPOSITION II. 
Jeſus was a good man, and taught a 
better morality than any other phi- 
_ loſopher had taught. 


Jeſus was a GREAT as well as a good 
man, A long ſucceſſion of prophets 
foretold his coming. His advent was 
announced by miraculous events. His 
life was a perpetual diſplay of henefi- 
cent works, and after his death he roſe 
again, and aſcended to heaven. Socie- 
ties, formed under his direction, em- 
bracing his doctrine, and practiſing his 
precepts, have extirpated innumerable 
errors and vices, that had for ages de- 
ſtroyed the happineſs of mankind. Of 
him princes have Jearned humanity, 
judges equity, the rich liberality, and 
the poor content, Of him ſcholars 
have learned their nobleſt ſciences, and 
the moſt effectual motives and means 

of 
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of purſuing them. Of him mankind 
learned to eſteem the amiable, to pity 
the wretched, and to take all their ſpe- 
cies for their brethren; a ſcience that 
few philoſophers imagined, and which 
none of them could perſuade the world 
to receive. From him the greateſt 
moral good has proceeded ; him there- 
fore I eſteem the wiſeſt, the greateſt, 
the beſt of mankind, the firſt-born of 
every creature.“ 


ERROTOS1TION HL 
Teſus was an extraordinary man, who 
lived in the reign of Tiberius, 


Jeſus Chriſt was not only an extra- 
ordinary man, he was a SINGULAR per- 
ſon. That is affirmed of him, which 
cannot be affirmed of any other perſon: 
He not only lived in the reign of Ti- 

berius, 


Col. i. 150 
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berius, he lived long before his appear- 
ance in the fleſh, He came down from 
heaven ;+ he came forth from the Father, 
when he came into the world; R He was 
before Abraham z he had a glory with 
the Father before the world was d He 
was before all things, and all things, that 
are in heaven, and that are in earth, viſi- 
ble and inviſible, thrones, dominions, prints 
cipalities, and powers, were created by 
bim.“ Our Saviour therefore EXiSTED 
before his incarnation. 


PROPOSITA1O@N IV: 
The human ſoul of Jeſus exiſted before 


his aſſumption of fleſh, 


Jebovab, who ſiretebath farth the hea- 
vens, and layeth the foundations of the 
earth, always formeth the ſpirit of man 

WITHIN 


+ Jobn vi. 38. 62. f Jobn xvi. 27, 28. I John vill. 
58. $ John xvii. 5. * Col. i 17. 16. 
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WITHIN HIM.+F And the man Jeſus 
was made in ALL THINGS like unto bis 
Br etbren. I The ſcripture no where at- 
firms the pre- exiſtence of the human 
ſoul of Jeſus, and, had it pre-exiſted, it 
could not have created the world, for 
the ſcriptures expreſsly declare, that 
creation 1s above human power. The 
man Jeſus muſt therefore be united to 
A NATURE MORE THAN HUMAN; he 
muſt be a complex perſon. Hitherto 
the term Jeſus has been put for a per- 
ſon conſiſting of both the conſtituent 
parts of a true and perfect man; here- 
after it will include the idea of ano- 
ther nature ſuperior to the human, and 
united to it: but of what rank I have 
not yet determined. Let me advert to 
the next propoſition, and let me forget, 

that 
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that it was laid down by a right reve- 
rend and learned miniſter of Chriſt,y 


PROPOSITION V. 


The Archangel Michael, as a fuperior 
ſpiritual exiſtence, was united to 
that ſyſtem of organized matter, 
which ferved our Lord in quality of 
a body, performed the offices of a a 
reaſonable ſoul in it, and gave him 
his ſupreme dignity as the Son of 
God. This tutelar angel of the Jews 
often appeared to the patriarchs and 
prophets. 


There is in nature a ſcale of being, 
one creature riſeth above another in 
excellence. A vegetable excels a ſtone, 
an animal excels a vegetable, a rational 
being excels a mere animal, and ſo on. 
This idea is preſerved in ſcripture, 

there 
{| Lord Biſhop of Clogher in Ireland. 


(* 142 ) 
there are celeſtial bodies, and there are ter- 
reſtrial bodies; but the glory of the ctleſ- 
tial is one, and the glory of the terreſtrial 
is another. 8 The ſcriptures aſſign to 
man a place above all other animals, 
and below angels, Thou haſt made man 
a little lower than angels, thou haſt put all 
other beings under bis feet.“ This is 
the rank of the human nature of Jeſus, 
who was made a little lower than angels. 
But Jeſus hath a nature ſuperior to the 
human, it ſeems; is this ſuperior na- 
ture angelic ? or 1s it ſuperangelical ? 
of what order 1s it ? 

S. Paul determines it to be supER“EUÜ 
ANGELICAL, The Son is the brightneſs of 
God's glory, the expreſs image of his perſon, 
being made, chat is to ſay, being ac- 
counted by /o much better than the angels, 
as he hath by inheritance obtained a more 

| | excellent 
$ 1 Cor, xy, 40. Pſa, viii. 5, 6, &, Þ Heb. ii. 9. 
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excellent name than they. Unto the angels 
hath be not put in ſubjection the world to 
come. He took not on him the nature of 
angels. Unto which of the angels ſaid he 
at any time, Thou art my Son? {Uf the 
word ſpoken by ANGELS was ſtedfaſt, and 
every tranſgreſſion and diſobedience received 
a juſt recompence of reward; how ſhall we 
eſcape, if we neglect /o great ſalvalion, 
which at the jirſ began to be ſpoken of by 
the Lord? According to S. Paul then 
the man Jeſus hath a nature ſuperior to 
that of angels, he ſtyles him on that 
account The Lord, the Son. I Farther, 
S. Paul ſaith, unto the Son, Thy throne, 
O Gor! is for ever and ever. Son |! 
Lord! Gop! God of an eternal 
throne! This is the,nature then, which 
exiſted before the — * ; this is 


he, who took fleſh, that 1s to ſay, who 
took 


1 Heb. i. 2» 
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took the human nature into union with 
himſelf, this is he, (for who ſo likely?) 
this is he, who appeared to the pa- 
triarchs, not the utelar angel of the 
Jews, but the God, whoſe throne is for 
ever and ever, the ſceptre of whoſe king» 
dom is a ſceptre of righteouſneſs. 


FAaUOUTOSITION VI. 


God may create an infinite ſeries of ſpt. 
ritual agents, in ſubordination one to 
another; ſome of which may, by 
an authority communicated to them 
from the ſupreme God, a& as Gods 
with regard to inferior beings. God 
may enable ſuch a one to create a 
world. Jeſus Chriſt is a being of 
this kind; He is a DELEGATED 
Gop. 


J am not a philoſopher exerciſing the 


ſpeculations of my uncertain reaſon to 
form 


I Heb. . 8. 


(745) 
form a conjectural propoſition : I m a 
chriſtian endeavouring to come at the 
meaning of an infallible propoſition, 
which, I allow, is laid down by God 
himſelf, My concern is not with what 
God may do: but with what he de. 
clares he hath done, His deity is his 
glory, hath he given it to another? I 
am Jehovah, and THERE IS NONE ELSE; 
there is xo GOD BESIDES ME. A juſt 
God and a Saviour, THERE Is NONE BE- 
SIDES ME, I am God, and THERE 18 
NONE LIKE ME. Is THERE A GOD Bg- 
SIDES ME? YEA, THERE Is No Gop, I 
KNOW NOT ANV. * This is the God of 
my bible: but, beſides this God, there 
is, in my propoſition, another God, a 
delegated God. Here are Two Gops, 


Here is a ſupreme God, and a ſubordi- 


nate God; a natural God, and an arti- 
L ficial 


® Iſa, xlv. 5 6. 21. Avi, 9, xlive 8. 
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ficial God; a great God, and a little 
God; a philoſopher has one God, a 
Jew has one God, a chriſtian, it ſeems, 
has Two Gops. What a world of dif- 
ficulties belong to this propoſition ! Is 
this delegated God entitled to worſhip ? 
The idea of a God without a title 
to religious worſhip is an idea inad- 
miſſible. Is all worſhip to be paid to 
the ſubordinate God, or does the ſus. 
preme God claim any? Which acts 
of devotion belong to the one, and 
which to the other? A miſtake 
would be dangerous, and I have 
no guide, Every inſpired writer for- 
ſakes me, Jeſus Chriſt, it ſeems, cre- 
ated all things that are in heaven and in 
earth, viſibi aul inviſible; and a crea- 
tor, it ſeems, proves, by creating, his 
eternal power and Godhead, + The pro- 

poſition 


+ Rom. i, 20. 
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poſition ſays, God may empower à crea- 
ture to create, Perhaps he may, But 
God declares he hath not done ſo. 
Mbo meaſured the waters in the bollow of 
his hand, and meted out heaven with a 
ſpan? who comprehended the duſt of the 
earth in a meaſure, and weighed the mous · 
gains in ſcales and the hills in a balance? 
Lift up your eyes on bigh, and bebold, 
WHO HATH CREATED the heavens? 
Ny ſayſt thou, O Jacob! My way is hid 
from the Lord? Haſs thou not known? 
Haſt thou not beard that THE EVER- 
LASTING Gop, THE Lon p, THE CREA- 
TOR OF THE ENDS OF THE EARTH faint- 
eth not, neither is weary? Who bath di- 
refed the ſpirit of the Lord, or being his 
counſellor hath taught bin l am then 
obliged to reject the notion of a ſubor- 
dinate God, a delegated creator; and 

L. 2 to 
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to admit that the one living and true 


God united himſelf to the man Jeſus 
for the purpoſe of diſplaying his glory, 
and thereby of communicating felicity 
to men, the loweſt order of intelligent 
beings. In Jeſus the divine nature 
and the human are united, and there- 
fore the complex perſon Jeſus is ſtyled 
God. Thus I have one God, and one 
mediator between God and men, the man 
Chriſt Feſus. As God he requires and 
accepts a mediation; as man he me- 
diates, and preſents ro HIMSELF 4 glo- 
rious church, holy, and without blemiſþ. 3 
Without controverſy great is. the myſtery 
of godlineſs—— God was nw 2 in the 


Neſb. 


Thus far, my W r 
conducts the plain chriſtian traveller; 
here it ſtops ; and, as he, who goes for- 

1 ward, 
| + x Tim. ii. 5+ 1 Eph. v. 27. || x Tims iii. 16. 
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ward, muſt travel either without a 
guide, or with one who is ignorant of 
the road, we ought not to be aſtoniſhed 
if he loſe his way. Happy for chriſ- 
tians, had they reſted here without pbi- 
loſophical explications ! Were this a pro- 
per place, (but I am not writing on the 
doctrine of the Trinity.) I believe, it 
would be very eaſy to prove, that the 
primitive chriſtians received this ſimple 
teſtimony, juſt as revelation gave it; 
and that when, about 200 years after 
Chriſt, they began to practiſe the art of 
explaining what they did not under- 
ſtand, they produced a novel notion 
called a trinity, and with it diſputes, 
creeds, tub{criptions, proſcriptions, per- 
ſecutions, wars, and other calamitous 
conſequences, which have diſgraced 
chriſtianity, and divided chriſtians from 
that day to this. 

L3 A 


( 1750 ) 
A SCRIPTURE TRINITY undoubtedTy 
there is: but our preſent concern is 
with our Lord's divinity ; and had a 
primitive chriſtian been catechiſed, 1 
believe he would have anſwered in 
ſome ſuch manner as this, 

Queſt. Are chriſtians atheiſts ? 

Anſww. No. We believe a God, 
who is @ ſpirit, and we worſhip bim in 
ſpirit and truth.* 

9. Do chriſtians worſhip more Gods 
than one ? 

A. No. The heathens have /ords 
many, and gods many: but chriſtians 
have but one God, the Father, of whom 
are all things, and we in him, and one 
Lord Jeſus Cbriſt, l/ whim are all things, 
and we by lim + 
9. Who is Jeſus Chriſt ? 
A. Teſus 


® Jobniv, 24+ f 1 Cor, viii. 5. 6. 
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A. Jeſus Chrif is @ man.} Jeſus 
Chriſt is God, | | 

9. Do chriſtians think, that the 
man Jeſus is deified ? 

A. The deification of creatures forms 
a ſcience which they call demonology. 
Chriſtians conſider demonology, or the 
doftrines of demons, as the doctrines of 
ſeducers, and in the latter times ſome will 
depart from the faith by giving beed to 
them. 

9. Do chriſtians worſhip Jeſus 
Chriſt ? 

A. We do not worſhip the man 
Jeſus : but we do worſhip the God, 
who dwells in the man; for in him 
dwells all the fulneſs of the Godhead bo- 
dily ;* and through him toe have acceſs 
by one ſpirit unto the Father.+ 

L 4 2. Do 


4 x Tim, ii. 5. John i. 1. F 1 Tims iv. 1. 
2 Col. ii. 9. T Eph, ii, 18. k 


( 152 ) 
{ 9. Do chriſtians think that the Fa- 
ther is the Godhead of Jeſus ? 
A. No. We think, Jeſus, being in 
the form of God, thought it not robbery to 
he equal with God. 
9. Do not chriſtians then worſhip 
two gods ? 
A. We abhor the thought. We ſay 
with the Jews, The Lord our God is one 
Lord; for there is one Cod, and there is 
none other but he. 
9, Is not this a little myſterious ? | 
A. The acknowledgement of the deity, 
both of the Father and of Chriſt, is a 
myſtery in which are treaſures of wiſdom 
and knowledge 5 
9. Do not chriſtians believe, that 
their ſcriptures unfold myſteries ? 
A. We believe that our ſcriptures 
have unfolded a thouſand myſteries : 
| but 
1 Phil. ii, 5,6. | Markii. 294 32+ 6 Col. iis 2. 3. 
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but we do not believe that they unfold 
the myſterious nature of God; treaſures 
of wiſdom and knowledge ARE Hb in it.“ 
Our ſcriptures are intended to inform us 
more what God is to us than what he is 
in himſelf. | 

Q: Do chriſtians believe then what 
they cannot comprehend ? 

A. They do, and fo do all the reſt 
of mankind, God doth great things, 
which men CANNOT COMPREHEND.+ 
His way in the ſea, his foolſteps in the 
great waters are NOT KNOWN ; is it 
ſtrange that his way in the ſandtuary 
ſhould be myſterious ?F | 

9. Why do chriſtians concern them- 
ſelves with incomprehenſibles ? FT 

A. They act in religion as men act 
in the world. They know not the na- 
ture; but they do know the u/e of ob- 

jects. 


® Col, ii, 3. + Job xzxxvii. 5, 1 Pſal. Iaxvii. 19. 13. 
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jets, A man be a good mariner, who 
can neither account for the ſaltneſs of 
the ſea, nor for the action of the air. 
9. Does not the chriſtian faith dif- 
card reaſon ? 
A. God forbid ! Reaſon aſks and ob- 
tains evidence that God ſpeaks, and 
faith believes what he ſays. Is it irra- 


tional to believe him, who cannot ye? 


A believer admits the evidence of things 
NOT SEEN. By faith Noah, being warned 
of God OF THINGS NOT SEEN AS YET, 
prepared an ark, By faith Abraham when 
he was called, obeyed, and he went out, 
NOT KNOWING WHITHER HE WENT, All 
the patriarchs died in the belief of a pro- 
poſition, of which they had but ob- 
ſcure and imperfe& ideas.þ A philo- 
ſopher ſpeculates objects with his own 
eyes; a believer beholds them, as it 

were, 


® Titui.2 4 Heb. 1. 
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were, with the eyes of God himſelf. 
A chriſtian neither hides his reaſon in a 
napkin, nor drives an 1llicit trade with 
it; he puts it into the hands of the beſt 
exchanger, and receives his own with 
uſury. 
I repeat it again, my brethren, the 
primitive chriſtians reſted in the s11M- 
PLICITY OF REVELATION, and they 
were wiſe in doing ſo, This accounts 
for, what may appear very ſtrange, the 
abundance of quotations, which Dr. 
Clarke on the one fide, Dr. Waterland 
on the ober, and Dr. Whitby on both, 
have brought from the primitive chriſ- 
tian writers in proof of their own ſyſ- 
tems. The truth is, the primitive 
chriſtians had never heard of their theſes, 
they had never thought of anatomizing, 
God, and therefore they ſaid nothing 
about it. When it became the faſhion 
tor 


* 


— _ * o_ ” SAS 


r 
1 a 


PI Sp 1 
* Hi. a 


— << 
* _—— 


—— — 


f 


1 
Aa ia 


&® 4 mw A 
* 9 fd dls of — £0 
* "26 - 5 a 5 wy * 4 
ann % \ n . by 88 2 - * 
— —_— . " — — — 


_ C- 
= r 
A 
- — — — — — 


{ 156 ) 


for every body to EXPLAIN what nobody 


underſtood, forth came torrents of im- 
penetrable jargon, great ſwelling words 
of no meaning, and for theſe chriſtians 
became gladiators, and fought; and 
that, which had been ſaid to the worſt 
of the Jews, was too often ſaid to the 
beſt of chriſtians, Thou ſhalt die by the 
ſword! 

In theſe fatal diſputes, that faith, which 
prevailed at court, was orthodoxy for 
the time; but very little regard was due 
toſuchorthodoxy, however wiſe it might 
be called, or however popular it might 
become. Public wiſdom,” lays a great 
man, “ public wiſdom is a mere Proteus, 
and, not to conſider it in pagan or Mo- 
% hammedan countries, amongſt the 
« Jews it once was the wiſdom of Ahab 
„ and Jezebel, and afterwards of Annas 
and Caiaphas, and in chriſtian re- 


| e gions 
® Dr, Jortin, 


(WG J 
*<« gions it hath appeared in an hundred 
« ſhapes, It ſets out with a great ſhew 


< of religion: it begins with the goſpel 


« according to S. Matthew; and it often 


« ends in the goſpel according to Mr. 
% Hobbes.” 

Here I was going to put a i to 
this letter: but three queſtions, which 
will naturally occur, ſeem to require 
anſwers, You will probably aſk, How 
is it that wiſe and worthy men miſtake 
this ſcriptural notion of Chriſt's di- 
vinity, and maintain erroneous opinions 
about it? Next, Is this doctrine free 
from all difficulty, and liable to no ob- 
jection? And laſtly, What conduct 
ought a chriſtian, who believes the di- 
vinity of Chriſt, to obſerve to one, wha 
doubts or diſbelieves it? | 

Firfl, How is it that wiſe and worthy 
men miſtake. this notion of Chriſt's di- 

Vvinity, 
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( 138 ) 
vinity, and maintain erroneous panty 
about it? 1 

A full anſwer to this queſtion would 
require a perfect knowledge of all the 
operations of the human mind in in- 
veſtigating truth, of all the influences, 
that the tempers of the heart have over 
the operations of the mind, and of all 
the circumſtances, which colour the 
objects of our meditation. Of this 
knowledge I am deſtitute, and there- 
fore my anſwer will account for only 
a few, of many, cauſes of error on this 
article, 

1. Men miſlake by not Aiſtinguith- 
ing objects of pure revelation, from 
objects of natural reaſon, and therefore 
they confound believing with reaſoning, 
I am not required to believe any thing 
about the moon; it is a ſenſible object, 


and I am to look at it, and to reaſon 
about 


( 259 } 
about it. God requires me to believe 
the deity of Jeſus Chriſt, Deity is an 
inviſible object. I never ſaw, nor ever 
conceived an object analogous to it. I 
cannot reaſon about it; I believe it. 
2. Men miſtake by ſubjecting God 
to laws, which actually prevail in ſome 
caſes, but which, we dare not ſay, 
prevail in all. The reverend Mr. Lind- 
ſey ſays, Chriſt's character as mediator 
is UTTERLY INCOMPATIBLE With the 
practice of making him the object of religious 
worſhip, He cannoT be God, and ihe 
miniſter of God. Is Mr. Lindſey ſure 
of this? Were we to grant, that no- 
thing like this paſſeth among men, 
would it certainly follow, that nothing 
like this paſſeth in heaven? The poſſi- 
ble world is a region unexplored, and 
it is raſh to ſay Go cannor be this, 
he 


v Ap2l, p. 126, 127. 
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he cannor do that. S. Paul writes as 
if he thought God could do this. God 
hath accepted us in the beloved + We 
labour to be accepted of Chrift.} Chriſt 
will preſent a glorious church to HIMSELF.| 
THz GREAT Go, and our Saviour Jeſus 
Chriſt, GAVE HIMSELF for us, THAT HE 
MIGHT redeem us from all iniquity, and 
PURIFY UNTO HIMSELF à Peculiar 
People. 

3. Men miſtake by affixing modern 
ideas to ancient terms, Every ſenſible 
writer conſiders ideas as the ſouls of 
words, and words as bodies, or as ſen- 
ſible objects, which expreſs inviſible 
ideas to the ſenſes of others. As far 
as the poverty of materials will permit, 
ſuch writers adapt expreſſion to means 
ing. The ſign remains for centuries, 

the 


7 Eph. i. Jo» 6, I 2 Cor. v. 9, 10. | [ Eph, v. 27. 
& Titus ii. 13, 14. 


( 161 ) 


the thing ſignified by the inventor of the 
ſign is volatile, and efcapes, and each 
beholder firſt throws his own image 
upon the ſign, next receives the reflec- 
tion of it, and laſt imputes the ſame 
ſignification to the inventor of the ſign, 
S. Paul had ſome determinate meaning 
under the word, which we render PER- 
sox, and which he applies to God:“ 
But he had a different meaning under 
the ſame word, when he applied it to 
FAITH, and therefore we tranſlate it 
SUBSTANCE;+ and he uſed the ſame 
word in a ſenſe different from both the 
former, when he applied it to BoasT- 
ING, and therefore we render it CONFI- 
pence: What are we doing when we 


diſpute about ancient detached terms 


impregnated with modern meaning? Are 
we not fighting for a country, which 
M belongs 


* Heb. i, * + Heb. i. 1. 1 2 Cor. ix. 4+ 
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belongs to neither of us? It there be 
ſuch a thing as coming at a writer's 
meaning, we muſt do it by a careful 
attention to bis ſcope, before the birth 
of our ſyſtem. Should a word appear 
vague, indeterminate, obſolete, fight 
for it who will, he is the wiſeſt man, 
who leaves it where he found it. 

4. Men miſtake by turning plain 
literal words into tropes and figures. 
By this kind of learning they diſem- 
bowel religion, and preſent us with a 
cofpel as gay, as hieroglyphical, and as 
dead as an Egyptian mummy, The 
goſpel, as the Lord Jeſus left it, was 
a word quick and powerful, and ſharper 
than any two-edged ſword, piercing even 
10 the dividing aſunder of ſoul and ſpirit, 
and of the joints and marrow, diſcerning 
the thoughts and intents of the heart: that 

1$ 
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is to ſay, it wasa body of doctrine ani- 
mated with grand motives, with the 
dignity of its author, the horror of its 
penalties, the united efforts of juſtice 


and love, diſplayed in the death of the 


croſs, and in the immediate beſtowment 
of heaven after death. But by the help 
of a certain art called Rhetoric, this 
body is killed for the ſake of being em- 
balmed. Jeſus is a metaphorical God, 
hell is aa eaſtern allegory, the devil is a 
proſopopeia, the attonement 1s a thing 
called a metonymy, the wicked are an- 
nihilated, and the virtuous ſleep with- 
out dreaming till the heavens are no 
more. 
of interpretation, than that which an 
amiable prelate* has given us; ſcrip- 
ture is to be taken in that ſenſe, in 
which the common people, who heard 


M 2 it 


The preſent Right Reverend Lord Biſhop of Carliſle, 


There can be no better canon 


/ 
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it at firſt, took it. Aſſuredly the com- 
mon people never thought of theſe 
ſenſes ! 

5. Learned men, who are aſhamed 
to think with the populace, miſtake 
through their dexterity at criticiſm, 
Criticiſm is a moſt valuable branch of 
literature: but, like every thing elſe, 
it is liable to abuſe, One half of criti- 
ciſm is to find a fault, the other half to 
mend it; and many undertake the laſt, 
who are only capable of the firſt. An 
Atheiſt turns critic, and relieves me 
from the difficulties, that attend natural 
and revealed religion: but, having 
freed me from theſe, he gives me the 
more, and the greater, difficulties of 
Atheiſm to digeſt, I diſpoſe of the 
myſteries of chriſtianity : bur, I receive 
in return the myſteries, the abſurdities, 
and the impoſſibilities of atheiſm, A 

ſober 
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ſober chriſtian critic removes my diffi. 

culties on a certain paſſage of ſcripture, 
which regards, ſuppoſe, our Lord's 
divinity: but he obſcures and perplexes 
a thouſand other paſſages, which aſcribe 
to him more than humanity. 

I wiſh I knew how to give you, with- 
out foreign words, a juſt notion of the 
futility of thoſe criticiſms, on which 
much of this controverſy turns. The 
plaineſt example, that occurs to me at 
preſent, is the famous paſlage in Acts, 
[vii. 59.] which deſcribes S. Stephen 
addreſſing Jeſus Chriſt, The text, as 
we read it in the Engliſh teſtament, is 
thus, And they ſtoned Stephen, calling 
upon God, and ſaying, Lord Jeſus re- 
ceive my ſpirit, This reading affords 
us a full proof of Chriſt's divinity, for 
the martyr prays to Jeſus, and calls 
him God, and themoſt eager oppoſers 
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of the divinity of Jeſus allow, that the 
reading, were it genuine, would prove 
the point. But, ſay they, S. Luke 
wrote in Greek, not in Engliſh, and the 
original ought to be examined. You 
obſerve, my brethren, that the word 
God in the text is printed in the pale 
Italic letter, The tranſlators hit on 
this plain way of informing a reader, 
who did not underſtand the language, in 
which any part of ſcripture was written, 
what original words had correſponding 
words in Engliſh, and what words had 


not. All words printed in the black 


Roman character corrc{pond to the ori- 
ginal words, and all in the pale Italic 
letter are added by the tranſlators to 
make up, what they ſuppoſed, the 
ſenſe, We allow the critic's reaſon 
for examining the original to be juſt, 
He examines, and renders the text 

| thus, 
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thus, They ſtoned Stephen, who was 
calling on (invoking) and ſaying, Lord 
Jeſus receive my ſpirit.“ This is a 
criticiſm! The word God is got rid of, 
and the text, it ſeems, muſt be read, 
Stephen was calling on and ſaying, Lord 
Jeſus receive my ſpirit. Far be it from 
me, my dear plain brethren, to make 
yourears tingle with the ſounds of verbs 
active, verbs paſſive, verbs tranſitive, 
verbs neuter, and ſo on: but permit 
me to aſk you, Do you not feel the 
want of a word in the new tranſlation ? 


Stephen was calling on . .. calling on 
whom? ſay you. Well! here is another 
reading, Stephen was invoking and ſaying, 
Lord Feſus receive my ſpirit, Now, what 
will you do with this word invoking ? If 
you look into a ſmall Engliſh dic- 
tionary, (God grant you may never be 

M 4 driven 
* $9 Mr, Purver reads it, in Mr, Lindſey's apology, p- 129. 
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driven to dictionaries to underſtand your 
bibles!) you will find, zo invoke, is to 
call upon; and if you go to a large dic- 
tionary, you will learn that there is a 


theological invocation, and a poetical _ 


invocation, and, in ſhort, that to in- 
volte always ſignifies to call upon. You 
ſtill aſk, Whom did Stephen invoke, 
on whom did he call? The old tranf- 
lators knew you would aſk theſe queſ- 
tions, and having read that they were 
workers of iniquity, «who called not upon 
Gop;* that God had ſaid to every pious 
Jew, conſequently to Stephen, Call upon 
ME in the day of trouble, and | will deliver 
thee, and thou ſhalt gloriſy uE; and 
that whoſoever ſhould call on the name of 
Taz Loa p ſhould be ſaved; the tranſ. 
lators, I ſay, for theſe juſt and weighty 


reaſons, put in the word God: Stephen. 


was calling upon God, &c. 


e Pal, In. 4. + Pals l. 15. 


More- 
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| Moreover, the old tranſlators knew, 

that the chriſtians of S. Stephen's time 
invoked, or called on Jeſus as God. 
One example of their invocation ſhall 
ſuffice at preſent. The Lord even JE- 
sus, who appeared unto Paul in the way, 
SENT Ananias to comfort Paul. To the 
Lord, who ſent Ananias to comfort 
Paul, Ananias ſaid, All here, that is to 
ſay, All the chriſtians at Damaſcus, 
CALL ON (invoke) THY name. Ana- 
nias exhorted Paul to be baptized, and 
waſh atvay his fins, CALLING ON (invok- 
ing) the name of the Lord.] Paul obey- 
ed, and afterwards expreſſed this invo- 
cation in theſe words; I worsSH1P THE 
God oF MY FATHERS, after the way 
which the Jews call bereſy. 5 The old 
tranſlators therefore had the higheſt 
reaſon for inſerting the word God; and 
the 


t As ix, 17. 14+ || xxii, 16, FM. 14. 
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the preſent criticiſm is futile and of 
no value. It happens to a verbal cri. 
tic in turning over Greek dictionaries, 
as it happened to you in turning to 
Engliſh vocabularies; there is only one 
article in which you differ; yours is a 
modeſt ignorance, his 1s a proud one; 
yours lies naked, his 1s concealed under 
kigh ſounding words, A ſound critic 
is not an exchanger of words: but he 
is an inveſtigator of things, 

When the reverend Mr. Lindſey 
lays aſide his too modeſt deference to 
favourite names, and allows himſelf to 
make ule of his own good ſenſe, he in- 
veſtigates things, and, although it in- 
volve his argument in contradiction, 
yet he grants the godhead of Jeſus 
Chriſt. I will take the liberty to place 
two paſſages in the Apology in contraſt, 
and remark the concluſion. 


1. Me- 


( 98: I 
1. Melancthon 1. :Ungueſtionably 
thought, and juſtly as Stephen made this re- 
it ſhould ſeem, that queſt, addreſed this 
Prayer is the highet prayer to the Logp 
a? of worſhip, the pro- JESus.+ 
fer honour of God, and 
peculiar o HIM A- 
LON E.“ | 
2. The principal ar- 2. Unqueſtionably 
gument for Chriſt's di- Stephen made this re- 
vinity is to be fetched queſt, addreſſed this + 
from religious worſhip prayer t the Lord Je- 
and prayer being ad- ſus. 
dreſſed to him. I 
Mr. Lindſey adds, If there be no 
authority for praying to Cbriſt, as we 
have ſhewn there is not, the divinity of 
Chri# falleth of courſe.” Of which 
concluſion we beg leave to offer the 
following emendation, as a ſenſe, which 
the ſcope abſolutely requires. If there 
be S. Stephen's authority for praying 
ra 


® Apol. p. 236. Þ 129. Þ 136. || 129. 
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to Chriſt, as Mr. Lindicy has ſhewn 
there is, the divinity of Chriſt is eſta. 
bliſhed of courſe. 

Time would fail, were we to attempt 
to enumerate the ſources of the miſtakes 
of good men, and I cloſe this article 
with one more, which, I fear, is too 
common. Diſputants will not do juſ- 
tice to the terms uſed by their oppo- 
nents. We are blamed for pray ing to 


Jeſus Chriſt. The terms Jeſus Chriſt 


are ſometimes put for only the man, 
who was born of the Virgin Mary, con- 


Sifing of ſoul and body. Sometimes they 
are put for only God, who united his 
nature to that of the ſon of Mary. 
And ſometimes they are put for that 
complex being conſiſting of both a di- 
vine and human nature, who 1s ſtyled 
Emanuel God with us. The laſt is 


the uſual meaning of the terms. T 
him 
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him we pray, not to his ſoul, not to his 
body, nor to both united; prayer to 
either would be idolatry: but we pray 
ro God, who hath united himſelf ro the 
man, and in whom he dwelleth with all 
the fulneſs of the Godhead, If we will 
not diſtinguiſh theſe objects, we may 
diſpute without end. An error may 
be attacked, which nobody believes; a 
practice may be condemned, which no- 
body performs. 

You aſk, next, Is the doctrine of our 
Lord's divinity free from all difficulty, 
and liable to no objection? Give me 
leave to anſwer this by laying down 
three undeniable propoſitions. 

I. There never has been a ſyſtem of 
religion propoſed to manłk ind free from 
all difficulty, and liable to no objec. 
tion. | 

2, Chriſtianity is a ſyſtem of reli- 
gion, 


8 }) 


gion, that hath the leaſt difficulties, and C 
is liable to the feweſt objections. nc 
3. Atheiſm is clogged with more b. 
difficulties, and liable to more objec- th 
tions, than any religion in the world. is 
The part of a rational creature, an 
therefore, is to embrace the chriſtian | an 
religion, We apply this reaſoning to bl 
the preſent controverſy. A doubt ariſ- in 
eth about the nature of Jeſus Chriſt, O 
Two oppoſite propoſitions lie before do 
me, and each has its difficulties. I be 
take that which has feweſt. f tri 
For example. There are many paſ- ne 
ſages in the new teſtament, which ex- of 
preſs the inferiority of Jeſus Chriſt to di 
the Father. My Fathe# is GREATER * 
than I. All power is GIVEN wnto me: he 
Of that day knoweth no man, no not the ha 
angels, NEITHER THE OON : but the Fa- lag 
1) 


ther. If 1 embrace the doctrine of 
Chriſt's 


C WS. 4 
Chriſt's mere humanity, I meet wich 
no difficulty in two of theſe texts, and 
but a few in the middle one. But all 
thoſe paſſages, which ſay he is God, he 
is equal with God, he created all things, 
and ſo on, become extremely difficult, 
and actually inexplicable and intolera- 
ble. Perceiving that my difficulties 
increaſe by embracing the doctrine of 
Chriſt's mere humanity, I turn to the 
doctrine of his divinity, always remem- 
bering that this retains the whole doc- 
trine of his humanity, and gives me a 
new idea of Chriſt, before which moſt 
of my difficulties vaniſh. I have no 
difficulties on thoſe paſſages, which ex- 
preſs his inferiority, for, in my ſyſtem, 
he is, as man, infertor to the Father, 1 
have no difficulties on the other paſ- 
ſages, which expreſs his dignity, for, in 
my ſyſtem, he is God, equal with the 
Fathes. 
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Father, A difficulty remains, indeed, 


bur it does not lie in my bible, it is 
transferred in this ſyſtem to the objeF; 
and this is no difficulty at all to me. 
I know ſo little of the infinite mind, 
and ſo much of my own imperfeCtion, 
that I am not ſurpriſed, that I, an inſe& 
of yeſterday, that I, glimmering and 
gueſſing through a few feeble Organs, 
that I, confined to a little narrow con- 
tracted ſphere, that I ſhould not be able 
to comprehend the eſſence of him, who 
holdeth back the face of his throne, and 
ſpreadeth his cloud upon 41.* The Lord 
ſpoke the ten commandments unto all the 
aſſembly of Iſrael out of thick darkneſs, 
and added no more. F J he Lord ſaid, He 
would dwell in thick darkneſs, even to a 
Solomon. Why then ſhould any 
man be aſhamed to ſay with a pro- 

Phet, 


-% Job xxvi. 9. + Deut. v. 22. 1 1 Kings viii. 22. 
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phet, Verily thou art a God, that bidet 
tbyſelf, O God of Iſrael, the Saviour?! 

To cloſe. You aſk, What condu& 
ought a chriſtian, who believes the di- 
vinity of Chriſt, to obſerve to one who 
doubts or diſbelieves it? Before I 
anſwer this, permit me to tranſcribe, 
from a great man, d what he ought not 
to do. 

In the fourth century were held 
thirteen councils againſt Arius, fifteen 
for him, and ſeventeen for the Semi- 
arians ; in all, forty-five. 

„ How could the Arians, in the 
time of Conſtantius and Valens, bring 
themſelves to ſuch an unchriſtian per- 
ſecuting temper? How could they 
oppreſs their fellow chriſtians the Con- 
ſubſtantialiſts, who, ſuppoſing them to 
have been in an error, fell into it thro? 


N a 
| Iſa» xlv. 15. & Dr. Jortin's Rem. on Eccl, Hiſt. vol. ili. 


( 8 
a religious fear of aſcribing too little to 
their Redeemer, and of not paying him 
ſufficient honour? Can a man love 
his Saviour, and hate his brother for a 


miſtake of this kind? 
« And how could the Conſubſtan- 


tialiſts perſuade themſelves that an A- 
rian, who perhaps had ſuffered for 
profeſſing chriſtianity in times of di- 
ſtreſs, who believed Chriſt to be his 
Maker, his Saviour, his King, and his 
Judge, would chſ to detract from his 
dignity, and to offend him in whom he 
placed all his hopes of ſalvation? Hu- 
man nature is not capable of this folly, 
and if the man was in an error, yet 
in ſuch a perſon the error muſt have 
been involuntary, a mere defect of the 
underſtanding, and not a fault of the 

will. | 
A chriſtian, and a lover of peace, 
who 
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who lived in obſcurity, and whoſe name 
I cannot tell, ſtood up, and ſaid; 

« My brethren! The things to be 
« believed are few, the things to be 
« done are many; but you behave 
« yourſelves, as if the reverſe of this 
« were true. S. Paul tells us, The 
grace of God, that bringeth ſalvation, 
% hath appeared to all men; teaching us, 
&« that denying ungodlineſs and worldly luſts, 
« wwe ſhould live ſoberly, righteouſly and god» 
« ly in this preſent world, looking for that 
« Bleſſed hope, and the glorious appearance 
« of the great God, and (of) our Saviour 
* Feſus Cbriſt. Concerning the nature 
of Jeſus you can diſpute inceſſantly, 
« and concerning the word grace, you 
« will probably diſpute no leſs ; but 
« the reſt of the ſentence you diſregard 
eas of ſmall conſequence or impor- 
* tance, What, I beſeech you, muſt 

N 2 the 
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c the Jews and Pagans conceive of you 
< and of your religion? And what do 
the holy angels think, who look 
* down upon your contentions ? Theſe 
* bleſſed and compaſſionate ſpirits pity 
<« you, and think you mere children, 
« But when from contending, you pro- 
„ ceed to beating your fellow ſervants, 
to perſecuting and deſtroying, they 
* conſider you as moſt malicious and 


« wicked children; their pity is chang. 


« ed into indignation, and they would 
« ſtrike you dead, if the Supreme Go. 
« yernor did not ſtay their hand, and 
remind them that ſuch diſorders 
„ muſt needs ariſe, and ſhall one day 
ebe rectified.” 

„ So ſaid this unknown; but behold 
the conſequence! The Conſubſtan- 
tialiſts called him an Arian, and the 


Arians called him a Conſubſtantialift.” 
A 


( 4 


A peaceable chriſtian, who lives in 
an age of diſpute, has but two ways 
before him. Either he muſt enter into 
all the violent meaſures of the comba- 
tants on one ſide; or he muſt ſuffer 
the reproaches of both. The former 
is not very eaſy to a man of a pacific 
mind; it would be a puniſhment to 
him to ſpend his precious time in ho- 
vering over a diſpute, firſt to extract 
the venom of the controverſy, and laſt 
to ſpit poiſon in the faces of thoſe, who 
for conſcience ſake ſupport it. Beſide, 
he could not undergo the fatigue of 
learning all the hard long frightful 
names, which fiery controverſiſts call 
one another, and which, by the way, he 
takes for a kind of ſcholaſtic billingſ- 
gate; leſs ſtill could he bear the re- 
proaches of his own conſcience, which 
would ſometimes ſay to him, No doubt 
Ny you 
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pon are the man, and wi/dom ſhall die with 
youd Will you ſpeak wickedly for God, and 
talk deceitfully for bim? Should your lies 
make men hold their peace, and when you 
mock ſhall no man make you aſhamed? O that 
Jou would altogether hold your peace, and 
it ſhould be your wiſdom!* And leaſt of 
all could he ſuſtain the thought of look. 
ing the Judge of the whole carth in the 
face at the laſt day, who, he fears, would 
cut him aſunder, and appoint him his por- 


fellow ſervants + A caſe, in which a 
man muſt incur either the diſpleaſure of 
God, or that of his fellow creatures, is 
eaſily decided. He muſt then candidly 
ſpeak his ſentiments, and determine to 
ſubmit to the reproaches of both. 
There is indeed a middle way. There 
is an art of ſubſcribing one thing and 
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believing another; of preaching that a 
part is greater than a whole, and believ- 
ing that a whole is greater than a part: 
but this art transforms the grave mini- 
ſter of Chriſt into the fantaſtic harle- 
quin of the ſtage; and an honeſt man, 
however he may laugh at a trick on the 


theatre, is ſhocked at the idea of a 


knave in the church, 

But both ſides will reproach him! 
Be it ſo, Their reproaches wiil inflame 
his zeal for moderation. Let us ſup- 
poſe a modeſt chriſtian adopting our 
notion of Chriſt's divinity, freely deli. 
vering his ſentiments upon it, and 
thereby expoſing himſelf to the ungo- 
vernable reproaches of zealots on both 
ſides; could he not, think you, peace- 
ably reply to their invectives? 

You hold the divinity of Chriſt, ſays 
one, you are unfaſhionable; it is the 

N4 modern 
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modern mark of a genius to explode it, 
Beſide, you are impolitic; were you as 
dull as an aſs, you would be reputed 
learned and wile, if you renounced this 
vulgar error. The modeſt man would 
reply, Carnal policy is no part of chriſ- 
tianity, Faſhion in religion is no law 
to me. I have no ambition for the re- 
putation of genius and learning. Such 
a reputation might be a misfortune to 
me. It happens to the wiſe as it hap- 
pens to the rich. The reputation of 
being rich only fills the houſe with 
beggars, Scaliger was reputed learned 
and communicative, and he was plagued 
with finding ſolutions to the difficulties 
of ſo many dunces, that he wiſhed he 
had never been taught to write, My 
ambition 1s to pleaſe God, May I do 
that, and I ſhall be content. 

You believe the divinity of Chriſt, 


lays 


ole 
tin 
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ſays another ; all your arguments are 
old, and have been anſwered a hundred 
times over. He would reply, Novelty 
and antiquity weigh nothing with me 
on this article; truth is all in all. God 
is my witneſs, I have endeavoured to 
divelt myſelf of prejudices. I have 
turned the ſubject on every ſide, I 
have followed evidence without know- 
ing, and without caring, whither it 
would carry me. I have felt no un- 
kind emotions in examining the argu- 
ments againſt my theſis. I have bowed 
my knees to the Father of glory, and have 
prayed him to enlighten the eyes of my un- 
derſtanding, and to grant me the ſpirit of 
wiſdom in the knowledge of bim. But 
after all I think the old arguments de. 
monſtrative, and the anſwers incon- 
cluſive. 


O, 
* Eph . ii. 14 i. 175 18. 
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O, ſays a third, you cannot be ſo ig. 
norant as you pretend to be. You 
have read the great Dr. Clarke! Have 
you never ſeen thoſe critical diſſections 
of texts by learned men, which explain 
all the paſſages, that ſeem to ſupport 
your noſtrum, and prove that they are 
all on the oppoſite ſide? He would 
beg leave to reply. I have read Dr. 
Clarke, and a hundred doctors more; 
and I have read alſo a ſaying of one, 
who, although he was no graduate, was 
greater than they all. He ſays, Call no 
man your maſier upon earth; for one is 
your maſter, even Chriſt. + Yes, I have 
ſeen many a critical anatomiſt diſſect a 
text: but, while he inſtructed me in 
accult ſcience, he deſtroyed that gene- 
ral pleaſing effect, which the Creator 
had produced by the whole, You can 

never 
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never perſuade me, that an article ſo 
important, as the doctrine of the ob- 
jet of our worſhip is allowed to be, 
lies concealed in depths of erudition. 
The belief of Chriſt's divinity is an 
effect, I think, produced by the features 
of the face of revelation, if you will 
pardon the expreſſion. I have all the 
veneration for Dr. Cla ke that I ought 
to have: but, in my opinion, I could 
make more converts to the belief of the 
being of a God with an oyſter and a 
nettle, than he could with his mathe- 
matical propoſitions. Mathematics 
and criticiſms may confirm a wiſe man 
in religion: but wo be to the religion, 
that hangs upon them! 

You cannot worſhip God, ſays ang- 
ther, if you believe the divinity of 
Chriſt, without either diſtracting and 

| dividing 
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| dividing your mind between two or 48 
| three objects, or conceiving clearly of : 
| none. What ideas, replies the modeſt 15 
| man, you may have affixed to my 9 5 
terms, I know not: but 1 find no more 12 
| wo 


diſtraction of mind in worſhipping one 
God, the mode of whoſe ſubſiſtence is * 
unknown to me, through the man Jeſus 


Chriſt, than I do in talking to you. col 
Some philoſophers think, the body is a 10 
kind of covering thrown over the ſoul, Feb 
at once to ſerve its uſeful purpoſes in hot 
this life, and to conceal its nature till Ih 
the next. This life is for action; the 1 
next for ſpeculation. It was wiſe in ply 
God, when he came down upon mount f * 
Sinai, IN THE SIGHT OF ALL the Jews, 1 

to ſet bounds unto the people, to forbid 1 


their toucking the mount under pain of 
death, and to charge the prieſts and the 


people 
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people not to BREAK THROUGH UNTO 
JeHovan TO GAZ E Theſe precau- 
tions were proper. Without them cu- 
rioſity would have baniſhed reverence, 
and the little minds of the beholders 
would have loſt all inclination to liſten 
and adore. 

I ſuſpe&, exclaims another, a little 
colluſion. You certainly queſtion the 
truth of that doctrine yourſelf, which 
you perſuade others to believe. I ab- 
hor colluſion, replies our reſpondent, 
I have mildly told you that I think you 
a moſt worthy man: but that by ap- 
plying your rules of elucidation to a 
propoſition, which is not ſubject to 
them, you have fallen into an error. 
Is nobody honeſt but he, who abuſes 


you? And muſt I knock you on the 
head 


+ Exods Ziz. 11, 12. 24. 21. 
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head to convince you that I am in 
earneſt ? 

Zealots on the other fide beſet the 
poor man. What a ſtrange divinity 
of Chriſt you hold, ſays one. Why 
don't you explain it by the Athanaſian 
creed, or by ſome approved ſyſtem? 
Becauſe, anſwers he, I don't underſtand 
it well enough, and becauſe creeds do 
not ſatisfy me, Would you have me 
explain what I do not underſtand ? 

Why do not you perſecute, at leaſt 
with the tongue, thoſe monſtrous uni- 
tarians? Becauſe I have no warrant 
from Chriſt to do ſo, nor the leaſt in- 
clination to forge one. 

This is well enough. But why do 
you praiſe them in every company ? 
Becauſe a miſtaking man may merit 
praiſe for that very induſtry, which has 
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led him into an error, and for that inte- 
grity, which makes him, againſt his in- 
tereſt, ſupport it, 

But what occaſion is there to keep 
company with them, and to maintain 
an intimacy with them? Becauſe on 
every other article they edify me, and 
on this we agree to differ, In the poſ- 
ſeſſion of this truth, I think I have 
the advantage of them. In regard to 
many others, I am not worthy to ſpeak 
to them, I glory in being their diſciple. 

In what light then do you conſider a 
fincere man, who denies our Lord's 
divinity? In the light of a miſtaking 
brother; in every other attitude an ob- 
ject of eſteem, and in that of denying 
the divinity of my Lord an object of 
my tendereft compaſſion. 

All this argues great coldneſs to your 

Lord! 
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19 
Lord! I would rather be frozen into 
a formaliſt than inflamed with the fire 
of hell; in the firſt caſe I ſhould be a 
harmleſs ſtatue, in the laſt a deſtroyer 
like the devil. 

I rejoice, my brethren, that I am 
neither teaching you a new doctrine, 
nor exciting a new temper in defending 
it, and I ſay theſe things only for the 
ſake of confirming your faith and prac- 
tice. Go on, and proſper. Peace be 
within your walls, and proſperity within 
your palaces.* Contend earneſtly, but not 
uncivilly, for the faith once delivered to 
the ſaints. Pity thoſe chriſtians in 
every church, who plead the cauſe of 
Chriſt with penal 'arguments, who 20 


imo the houſe of their God, and eat, and 
' drink, and curſe Abimelech.} Remem- 
ber, 


® Pſa, exxil. 7. f Jude3, 1 Judges ix. 27, 
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ber, the primitive chriſtians were happy 
till they began to attempt to EXPLAIN 
the nature of Chriſt, Profit by their 
miſtake, and may zhe precious things of 
the earth and a fulneſs thereof, with the 
good will of him, who dwelt in the buſb, 
ceme upon the head of each of you, and 
of every one, who for conſcience ſake 
hath beens EPERATED from his brethren! 
So prays your affectionate paſtor, 


ROBERT ROBINSON. 
Cheſterton, Feb. 5, 
1776. 


§ Deut. xxili. 16. 
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| is arguing for the divinity of Jeſus Chriſt, in 
the foregoing Letter, I have taken ſeveral 
maxims for granted, and have not attempted to 
prove them. As the people, to whom the Let- 
ter is addreſſed, allowed theſe maxims, I had a 
right to ſuppoſe them : but, as the Letter may 
poſſibly fall into the hands; of ſome, who may 
doubt or deny them, it may not be impertinent 
to ſubjoin a few proofs and illuſtrations, explain- 
ing what may be doubtful, and proving what 
may be denied. | 

In general I have taken for granted the fol · 
lowing propoſitions, 

I. The Books of the Old and New Teſtament 
were given by divine inſpiration. 

II. The inſpired writings contain all things 
neceſſary to be believed and. practiſed in re- 
ligion. | . 

II. The words, by which the inſpired writers 
expreſſed their ideas, are to be underſtood in that 
O 42 ſenſe , 
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ſenſe, in which the people, to whom they wrote, 
generally underſtood them at the time of their 
writing, unleſs notice be given of the contrary. 

IV. The belief of a propoſition does not ne- 
ceſſarily imply a clear idea of that object, of 
which the propoſition affirms any thing, 

As theſe maxims are interwoven with the 
whole argument, I ſhall not conſider either of 
them apart: but ſhall follow the order of the 


| 
1 letter, and throw in the proofs of them promiſ- 
1 cuouſly, as the articles in queſtion require. f 
1 Page 15. Compare the language of the new teſta- « 
| j | ment with the (tate of the pagan world at the time f 
f of its publication. It is here ſuppoſed, 1. That A 
1 God communicated true ideas of religious ob- * 
IH jecis to the apoſtles, 2. 'I hat the apoſtles in- = 
ry tended to convey theſe ideas to the pagans. « 
1 3. That for the purpoſe cf conveying their t 
1 ideas, they preached and wrote to the pagans. 
I” That the apoſtles uſed terms, to which the 80 
Li pagans had been acculiomed before their time, 
I'S and which were then in common uſe amongſt 
in them. 5. That the apcſtles affixed ſuch ideas to 
1 to the terms, as the pagans affixed to them. en 
[i And laſtiy, that they transferred ideas, known 10 
I's to the heathens under thoſe terms, to an object, oa 
1 who had been before unknown to them, that is i 
4 to Jeſus Chriſt. It weuld require a volume to 10 
| 4 diſcuſs theſe articles fully: but I ſhall only ex- he 
1 | plain myſelf briefly by the following remarks, H. 
1.41 1. The heathens had a notion ot a being ſu- he 
[1 | | erior to human, which they called 9, god; : 
| Fi 3 divinity, deity; Seo i, ſomething divine; 
Ts! v o, the being, &c. and they thought a man 
| 1 might Ft 
! 
1 
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might as well deny the being of the ſun, as the 
exiſtence of ſuch a deity, Qui dubitet, haud 
ſane intelligo, cur non idem fol ſit, an nullus fit, 
dubitare poſſit.“ 

2. The contracted minds of the pagans could 
not admit the grand idea of one infinitely juſt, 
infinitely wiſe, infinitely powerful, and all pre- 
ſent God. In one ſenſible object they diſcover- 
ed a particular diſplay of wiſdom, in another of 
power; in one event they perceived a mark of 
more than human juſtice, in another of more 
than human goodneſs: but not being able to 
form an abſtract idea of wiſdom, juſtice, good- 
neſs, or power, they divided their obſcure idea 
of divinity into endleſs ideas of diſplays of it, 
and what we call an attribute of God, they 
called a god, with the addition of a form, and 
thus their Jeog was broken and diſperſed into Orot, 


gods, Heſiod talks of three myriads, or thirty 


thouſand of theſe deities. | 
Teis yap pupios erm, &c. 

3. The pagans, having accuſtomed themſelves 
to conſider divinity under a form, and to cir- 
cumſcribe it in an action, added demons and he- 
roes to the number of deities, and in general 
called the whole multitude Sti, gods, diſtin- 
guiſhing them however from men. Hence Ari- 
ſtotle exhorts his rhetorician to diſtinguiſh what 
he affirms of a god from what he athrms of a nan; 
H zv0pwrov n Jeov Taulo role dpav. | A prieſteſs, ſays 
he, would not ſuffer her ſon to declaim in public 

03 to 


* Cicero de Nat. Deor. libs ii, cap. 2. edit, Davy, 
Tt Heſiodi op · et dier. i. 250, 1 Ariſt. Rhetor. lib. ii, 
cap. 23. 
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to the people, becauſe, ſaid ſhe, if you inculcate 


juſt maxims, arbpuro, men, will hate you, and 
if you teach unjuſt ones, Ste, the gods, will ab- 
hor you. 'The prieſteſs, adds he, might as well 


have ſaid, Declaim in public, for, if you incul- 


cate juſt maxims, Sie, the gods, will love you, 
and if unjuſt ones, avfpuru, men, will reſpect 
you. | 1 
4. The pagans, having an idea of order, and 
unity of deſign, in nature; and ſuppoſing that 
order could not be maintained without govern- 
ment, and that the beſt kind of government was 
monarchical (I ſpeak of the earlier Greeks) ima- 
gined ſuch a government among the gods, and 
attributed ſupremacy to one, whom t 3 called 
Jupiter 3 hence Homer's IIalne cvopwy Tt ew) , 
father of gods and men. Hence Orpheus, 
A. Neos n aidov, role Yang TE ruf. 
” Cporlag Teitig Cprcpoy do BAULTOD, 
Aaiport; or Opioo2o, Jewv d debe, Ng. a 
Tyrant of heaven and hell, of earth and ſea! &c. 
Hence Ariſtophanes, N-Zev Baownw, O Ju- 
piter, king, &c. a 
From this popular notion Iſocrates derives an 
argument for monarchical government, Te; 9s; 
vr Tov - Caomida. | We ought to prefer a 
monarchy before a republic, ſays he, becauſe, 
according to our own conjectures, and according 
to an ancient opinion, the gods prefer a monar- 
chy, and Jove is their king. 


5. Att 


Alriſt. Rhetor. lib, ii. cap. 24. Homerus paſſim; | 
+ Poet. min, Orph. b. I, 25 Zo 1 Nub. Vs Zo li Orat. Jo 


ad Nicoc. 
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F. All the terms, which the pagans uſe of 
God, expreſs two or three general ideas. Some- 
times they are put for an obſcure notion of what 
we call deity, unoriginated and eternal; ſome- 
times for what we call an attribute of God; 
and ſometimes for an operation or influence, that 
governs an event. Having no clear idea of theſe 
things, they uſed their terms in a vague and in- 
diſcriminate manner. Longinus uſes Jro;, Inorg 
and Jx4ueonor promiſcuouſly,t Ariftotle ſays, 
Aziuonocy Y ig, A 1.91, 1 dee epyos, ® 90. 
crates was accuſed to the Athenians of not wor- 
ſhipping the gods, ng, which the city worſhip- 
ped, and of introducing new deities, Jayne z 
and Xenophon clears him from the charge by 


pony that he did ſacrifice both abroad and at 


ome to the city gods, and conſequently, that he 
did introduce no new -va44ans. He uſes the 

terms 9z440n69 and. dis-: promiſcuouſly.+ r 
6. The apoſtles uſed the term 9:S- in the ſame 
ſenſe, in which the heathens uſed it, that is, they 
expreſſed by it the idea of a creative govern- 
ing being ſuperior to man. By giving it to 
one, and to one only, they collected all the pa- 
gan notions of wiſdom, power, juſtice, and good- 
neſs, into one 2 idea, and affixed that idea 
to one ſingle object. By aſſerting the ſpirituality 
and invifibility of the deity, they refined the 
idea of 9:6- from whatever of the groſs and the 
human the heathens had mixed with it, When 
S. Paul went to Athens, he ſaw the city wholly 
O 4 given 


4 


2 De Sublim. ſect. ix, * Rhetor, lib. ii. cap. 24. 
+ Xenoph. Memorab. libs i, 
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given to idolatry; He ſaw an altar inſcribed to 
| the unknown God, Aywew Oe; And, addreſſing 
himſelf to theſe idolaters, he ſaid, ON V ayvoznls 
evorCeire, WHOM ye ignorantly worſhip, TOYTON 
£yw xalaylinw vwwv, Him 1 declare unte you, 
Gop, who made the world, and ſo on. He 
quoted the poet Aratus, who, ſpeaking of the 
heathen JuPITER, fays, Ve are his offipring, 
and added, Fora/much then as we are the offspring 
of GoD, weought not to think that the GODHEAD 
is like unto geld; and ſo on.“ 

The ſame apoſtle went along with Barnabas 
to Lyſtra. The people ſaid, The dio, the Gods, 
Tupiter and Mercury, are come dewn to us in the 
likeneſs of men. The apoſiles replied, We preach 
to yeu, Sirs! that ye ſhould turn from theſe vani- 
ties unto the de Guile, the living God.. The 
ſame S. Paul ſays to the Corinthians; The pa- 
gans have Je, gods many, and xupin, lords many : 


but to us Chriſtians there is but one St. and one 


- xvp1@-. ] 

7. The heathens underſtood, that the biblical 
writers uſed the terms, in the ſame ſenſe, in 
which they theirſelves uſed them, that is, in the 
general ſenſe, which has been mentioned, Lon- 
ginus conſidered Homer and Moſes ſpeaking of 
the ſame being, whom he calls Suu, nico, 
d di., Srv. This critic thought Moſes's 
9:S- ſynonimous to Homer's Aidwrug, Iocoedaw.|| 

Let us now apply theſe remarks to the ſubject 
in hand, the divinity of Jeſus Chriſt, We will 

ſu ppoſe 


Acts . Tie. f 1 Cor, viii, 
Long. Sub. ſect. ix. 
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ſuppoſe the Revelation of 8. John to fall into 
the hands of a pagan, and we will give him the 
firſt chapter to conſider. Three things we ſe- 
lect, 1. The circumſtances attending the viſion. 
2. The titles given to the perſon, who appeared. 
3. The foretelling of events, that were to 
happen. | 
1. The circumſtances. The viſion is intro- 
duced with a* hunder-clap, called a voice of a 
great trumpet ; Signa veniſſe Deum. 9 The hea- 
thens introduced their deities in like manner. 
—— iterum atque iterum fragor intonat ingens. 
Troius heros 
Agnovit ſoyitum, et Divæ promiſſa parentis.“ 
Jupiter was accounted the thunderer by excel- 
lence. Octavius dedicated a temple to him at 
Rome under that title.] And from the com- 
mon notion that thunder indicated the preſence 
of a God, Horace took occaſion to pay this fine 
compliment to Auguſtus, 
Ccelo tonantem credidimus Jovem 
Regnare : preſens divus habebitur 
Auguſtus, adjectis Britannis 
Imperio, gravibuſque Perſis, &c. 5 
The ſame may be ſaid of the other cireum- 
ſtances, and a pagan, having read theſe circum- 
25 would naturally expect the deſcent 28. 
10. 
2. The titles given to the perſon, who ap- 
peared, The writer calls him e, anſwerin 


exactly 


Ovid. Metam. Lib. i. Fab. vi. I. 58. * Virg. ÆEneid. 
Lib. viii. 527, &c. Þ Cic. de Div. 2. || Sueton. in Vit. 
Ottav, 29. 5 Horat. Carm, Lib. iii. Ode 3. Rev. i. 8. 
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exactly to Plato's ro 02,4 the being, ailvey a] th 
:the cauſe of all things. The perſon appearing K 
is called o e, © nv, © $pX0purO-, a being, who is, ha 
abo was, who is to come. The pagans had ap- E 
plied ſimilar titles to their deitzes, and had in. ſu 
ſcribed them on the portals of ſome of their ſte 
temples. tr | afl 
The writer calls the perſon appearing, pr 
© Havloxpaluy 3-0 xvupios 3 © vp xv roy Caommwy Th 7 to 
To A, g r; apxn %s; © Tpwlog 9 0 te N 8. 
o Cor eig Tovg aiwras Twy awww, By all which titles hi 
a pagan, who had not been previouſly taught de 
that he muſt not think ſo, would undoubtedly be 
have underſtood that the writer was deſcribing fo 
the deſcent of a god. e 
3- The foretelling of events, He, who ap- th 
peared, commanded the writer, ca @ . « « A 
Ee viricda. ulla Tavia, The agans pretended ta 
to predict future events: but they diſtinguiſhed ce 
between the foreſight af an event, and the tl 
means, by which they obtained their foreknow- de 
ledge of it. The latter, they thought, were the W 
entrails of beaſts, the flying of birds, and ſo on re 
the former they aſcribed to God. Efficit in ir 
avibus divina mens, ſays Cicero; Quad bellum II 
ſuſceptum fine confilio deorum eſt 7 The ſame 
diſtinction was made by the Greeks. Socrates, p 
and others, thought eue N rovlur ala onuas- c 
. 70 
Io theſe remarks we might add another on 
the 
+ In Timæo et Epiſt. ii. 5. 1 Euſeb. Praepar. xi. 16 p. 
Plut. de Ifide et Qfiride, || De divinatione, 5 Zenoph, pt 


Memorab. 151 . 
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the Hmbols, that are mentioned, ſuch as the 


KEYS, Tov aJov x Tov 9aratov; Which the pagans 
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had aſſigned to Pluto,“ or Hades, ets Yro;, eil 


Jalaor, ſays Plutarch, &c. but the former are 


ſufficient to prove that a pagan muſt have under- 
ſtood the writer as ſpeaking of àa God. I do not 
aſk the reader to grant that Jeſus is hereby 
proved to be the /upreme God; I only aſk him 
to allow, that a heathen would have thought 
S. John was ſpeaking of a nature more than 
human, a celeſtial god, a terreſtrial god, a 
demon, a deified hero, if he will; and this 
being granted, which cannot be denied, I rea- 
fon thus. The writer was inſpired, and he 
expreſſed his idea in terms the beſt known, and 
the moſt proper to convey his own meaning. 
A heathen, who had an obſcure idea of God, 
taking the terms in their unforced ſenſe, re- 
ceived from them an idea of a deity, Jeſus is 
therefore a deity of ſome claſs. If Jeſus be a 
deity at all, he is the one Supreme God, for the 
writer held the unity of God, and intended to 
refine the ideas of the heathen, to collect them 
into one, and to give him that one as a true 
image of Jeſus Chriſt the Archetype, 

In vain, after theſe reflections, does one critic 
prefer one ancient reading before many other an- 
cient readings 3 in vain does another change 
auoay) into Azowrro; ;} or Azoak into Avgark j 

in 


* Diodor. Sic. Lib. Vs t Rev, Mr. Lindſey's A 
p. 130 1 Theſame, || Dr. Mill, whoſe dtn: 
proved to be futile by Black wall, Sac. Claſſics, vol. Ii. 
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in vain does a third complain of ſoleciſms;F 
our reflections ſtand independent on them, they 
ariſe from the face of the paſſage; and our idea 
is a general effect produced by a combination of 
terms, which all allow to be the original writing 
of the apoſtle. It ſignities nothing to ſay, 8. 
John did not mean to deſcribe the /upreme God 


by theſe names; the aſcription of them to Jeſus | 


can never be juſtified, if Jeſus be, as ſome ſay, a 
mere man, for the language is nothrhg leſs than a 
ſnare to entangle men in idolatry. The writer 
ought not to have given even a ſhadow of a pre- 
tence for miſtaking a man for god. That ſevere 
critic, Le Clerc, has granted what I aſk ; Gre- 
ci Sao ſeu do vocabant PRASTANTIOREM 
NATURAM HUMANA. I aſk no more at 
preſent. | 

Page 21. Comfpare the ſtate of the new tefta- 


ment with the ſlate of the Jeaus at the time of its © 


publication. To illuſtrate this article we make 
the following remarks, 

1. The Jews emigrated from Egypt under the 
conduct of Moſes. Jewiſh and heathen hiſto. 
rians both affirm this emigration. + 

2. The Jews. worſhipped the one living and 
true God. Hear O I/rael, the Lord our God is one 
Lord.t Judzi mente ſola, unum que rumen in- 
telligunt. Profanos, qui deum imagines morta- 
libus materiis, in ſpecies hominum effingant. 

Summum 


§ Vid. Poli Synopſis in Apoc. i, 5, 6. where Eraſmus and 
others are refuted on this article, * Clerici ars Crit. p· 2. 


. 1. c. 3. + Juſtini Hiſt, xxxvi. 2. 1 Deut. vi. 4. 
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gummum illud et eternum, neque'mutabile, ne- 
que interiturum. 
Nil præter nubes, et cœli numer adorant. 5 
uvenal either alludes to the pillar of a cloud 
in the Jewiſh, hiſtory, or borrows a piece of ri- 
dicule of Ariſtophanes.“ 

3. Some of the Jewiſh nation had extraordi- 
nary revelations of their God. Ihe Jews pre- 
tended to theſe, and the heathens durſt not 
deny them, Nihil divini juris humani que ei 
(i, e. Joſepho.) incognitum videbatur; adeo ut 
etiam ſterilitatem agrorum ante multos annos 
provideret, periſſet que omnis Egyptus fame, 
niſi monitu ejus rex edicto ſervari per multos 
annos fruges juſſiſſet; tantaque experimenta 
(jus fuerunt, ut non ab homine, ſed a geo re- 
iponſa dari viderentur. Filius ejus Moles fuit, 
quem præter paterne ſcientiæ hereditatem etiam 
forme pulchritudo commendabat. 

4. Moſes committed his ideas of God and re- 
ligion to writing. Meſes, quo ſibi in poſterum 
gentem firmaret, noves ritus, contrarioſque ce- 
teris mortalibus indidzt.} 

Tradidit arcano quodcunque wolumine Moſes. || 

5. The Moſaic code of laws, including the 
genealogies of the families in the kingdom, the 
laws of the ſtate, the ceremonies of religion, aud 
leveral other articles of conſtant ute to the 
whole body of the nation, was preſerved with 
the utmolt care by the Jews. The book was 


their 


|| Tacit. Hiſt. v. 5. § Juven. Sat. xiv. 97. From 
the comecy of the clouds, f Juſt, Hiſt, XXXVI. 2. f Tas 
Cit, Hiſt, v. 4» | Juven. Sat. Xiv. 102. 


e! — 
cheir philoſophy, their divinity, their hiſtory, 


their policy, their all; and they paid an atten» 


tion to it correſponding to its importance, Hi 
Titus, quoquo modo inducti, aztiquitate defen- 
duntur ; cætera inſtituta ſiniſtra, fœda, pravi- 
tate valuere. 
Quidem ſortiti metuentem ſabbata patrem, 
Nil præter nubes, et cœli numen adorant; 
Nec diſtare putant humana carne ſuillam, 
Qua pater abſtinuit: mox et præputia ponunt: 
Romanas autem ſoliti contemnere leges, 
Judaicum ediſcunt, et ſervant ac metuunt jus, 
Tradidit arcano quodcunque volumine Moſes.h 
Eoſdem reges et ſacerdotes haberent ; quorum 
Juftitia religions permixta, incredibile quantum 


cCoaluere.“ 


6. The inſpired writings of the et are 
come down to us free from any miſtakes, that 
affect their general meaning. A great num- 
ber of various readings, interpolations, luxa- 
tions, omiſſions, tranſpoſitions, and the like, have 
crept into the text: but they are all of ſuch a 
nature, as neither to affect the 2/zniials of reli- 
gion, nor the authenticity of the chriſtian reve- 

lation.“ | 
7. The Supreme Being, although he is de- 
ſcribed in the Jewiſh ſcriptures by ſeveral 
names, which, being vague and indeterminate, 
are applied to inferior natures, is yet — 
y 


N Tacit. Hiſt, v. LL & Juven. Sat. ubj ſupra, bd Joſt, 
ubi ſupra, Grot« de Veritat. Rel. Chriſt, i. 14+ Þ Dillert. 
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by one name, which is incommunicable'to crea-- 
Ys tures ; and thoſe names, which we call vague, 
— are rendered ſo diſtin& by the conſtruction of 
Hi the paſſages, in which they occur, that there is 
_ no | nes. of miſtaking their meaning. The 
* number of theſe names is ten.“ 


8. The name IERHO VAN, which the Jews call 
the ineffable, incommunicable name of God, 
was a name, which, agreeably to the authorita- 
tive claim of God, f was never given to crea- 

nt: tures, The Jews reſpected this name even to 
ſuperſtition; they never pronounced it; they 
always wrote another name inſtead of it; they 
denounced terrible anathemas againſt all, who 
ſhould venture to utter it; they even believed, 
that the angels were not allowed to ſound it; 
they 8 the 20mg entire to God, and 

enerally called it ripaypauualor, the name of four 
hat Laces ; The „ their 4 
and ſwore by To rig. 


pe 9. The Jews reaſoned, that as the names N. 
and N58, no where occurred in precepts for 

* ſacrificing : but, on the con , the incommu- 
elt- nicable name [mm]. was invariably inſerted by 
ve- the legiſlator; it was clearly indicated, that 
whatever honours they might pay to creatures, 

de- who were fometimes called Elobim, they might 
ral not offer ſacrifices to any, but to the moſt high 
war God, the Creator. In copioſa  ſacrificiorum- 
by _ deſcriptione: 
„ Hieron, Epiſt. 146. ad Marcel, + Exod. iii. 13, Ser 

Juſt, Tt Drus. de Nom. Tetrag. cap. x. Fry Antiq. ii. 5. 


i Pythag. Aur, Cum. Seiden de Diis Syz6v, Syatag. 1 
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deſcriptione nuſquam occurit nec b, nec 
717R, ſed INEFFABILE NOMEN Tipaypappa- 
J, QuoOD EST DEI PROPRIUM - - uſurpatur 
e DEI PREPOTENTIS PROPRIUM, 
quo manifeſtum fieret RERUM CREATORI, non 
numini commentitio ſacrificari, &c. 

Collecting theſe fats, entering by them into 
the genius of the Jewiſh nation, and endeavour- 
ing to think and ſpeak like an ancient Jew, in 
order to find out his meaning; we put the fore- 
cited firſt chapter of Revelation, written by a 
Few, into the hands of a Jeaviſb reader, and we 
think it clear to a demonitration, that the cir- 
cumſtances, the titles, and the prophecy, con- 
tained in that chapter, excite the idea of Je. 
hovah. 

The circumſtance of thunder, that of falling at 
the feet of the ſpeaker as dead, and others fimi- 
lar, would certainly have afforded a Jew a pre- 
ſumption that the viſion was a viſion of God, 
The deſcription of the ſpeaker is evidently taken 
from the ſeventh chapter of Daniel, where the 
ANCIENT OF DAYS is deſcribed by the prophet; 
no Jewiſh writer would have deſcribed any but 
God in this manner, and, it one had been found 
ſo negligent, every Jewiſh reader would ſoon 
have detected him. But, to omit all the other 
evidences for brevity ſake, we will remark only 
one title given to the ſpeaker. 

The Jews, it is well known, having loſt the 
uſe of their pure native Hebrew tongue, had a 

Greek 


8 Rab; Abarbanelis Exord, Comment, in Levit. caput 
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Greek tranſlation of their bible in high repute 
among them. The new teſtament writers all 
quoted ſcripture from this tranſlation.“ All the 
Greek churches, to whom S. John wrote, had no 
other copy. The tranſlators of this Greek bi- 
ble had rendered the incommunicable name 
„ wr, The Lord ſaid to Moſes, Eyw 1148 o Vs 
The perſon appearing to 8. John quotes this 
paſſage, and ſays, Eye e « +» +» + + 0 wny x 0 
* %) 0 e. Imagine a Jew under the awe of 
theſe prohibitions and declamations, Thou ſhalt - 
ot tate the NAME of Jebovab thy God in wain 

. © wv Is my name FOR EVER, and my memorial 
unte all generations; I am Fehovah, that is my 
ane, and my glory will I not give to ANOTHER, 
neither my praiſe to graven images. Imagine, 
| fay, a Zewiſh writer putting this name into 
the mouth of his hero in order to excite in & 
Jeabiſh reader the idea of a mere creature, if you 
can. The carnal Jews thought Jeſus a mere 
man; the converted Jews thought him God. 
"he latter took the ſacred titles of Jehovah 


and gave them to Jeſus; and the former have 
ited them with a cruel hatred for it, and have 


»-rſecuted them as blaſphemers of the God of 
icaven for almoſt eighteen hundred years. | 
Page 26. Compare the perfectiont, which ar- 
a/eribed to Jeſus Chri/t in the new teſtament, with 

che, auhich are aſeribed to God in the old. 
They, who deny the divinity of Jefas Chriſt, 
-onfider this article as ſophiſtical, and perpe- 
P tually 


Walton. Prolegom. Pridesux Connect. b i. pe 2. 
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tually exclaim; „ It is ignoratio elenchi; we 
deny to Jeſus Chriſt no other attributes than 
thoſe, which are INCOMMUNICABLE, and of 
theſ2 you can never prove Jeſus Chriſt in poſs 
ſeſſion.“ 1 

Let us endeavour to underſtand one another, 
and let us go deep enough, that we may fairly 
and clearly ſee on what we build. 

1. God is a ſimple uncompounded Spirit. 

2. Our idea of God is complex, made up of 
many fimple ideas obtained by reflection. | 

-3. The difference of our idea of the Supreme 
Spirit, God, and our ideas of other ſpirits, hes 
in the idea of infinity, which goes to make up 
our complex notion of God: but which is ex- 
cluded from our complex notions of other ſpi- 
rits. Were it allowable to join the idea of in- 
finity to our other ideas, which compoſe our 
complex notion of a created ſpirit, we ſhould 
confound the idea of a creature with that of the 
Creator, and there would remain no certain rule 
to diſlinguiſn the independent ſelſ. exiſtent Cauſe 
from other ſpirits. The divinity of an attii- 
bute therefore lies in its infinity. 

4. Strictly ſpeaking there are not ſeveral per- 


fections or attributes in God; but there is ne 


general excellence, incluſive of all perfections: 
when therefore we form an idea ot one divine 
attribute as diſtint from another divine attri— 
bute, we form an idea, which hath no real ar- 
chety pe; it is only a peculiar mode of thinking, 


which che immenſity of the object, and the nar- 


vow limits ef the mind render neceſl.ry. If 
then 


F 


then I can find a being, who poſſeſſeth what I 
call one divine attribute, I may aſſure myſelf that 
he poſſeſſeth all divine attributes, or, more 
ſtrictly ſpeaking, that he hath that general ex- 
cellence, of which I ſpeak, that is to ſay, he 
is God. 

5. It implies a contradiction to affirm that 
God can communicate a divine, that is, an in- 
finite perfection, to a creature ; for, on ſuch a 
ſuppoſition, the idea of finite, which diſtin- 
guiſhes a creature from God, would be abforbed 
and loſt in the idea of infinity, which diſtin- 
guiſhes God from every other ſpirit; and L 


could then affirm all of the creature that I could 


alirm of God, It may be ſaid, No; in the 
ſuppoſed caſe, the Supreme Cauſe hath an un- 
derived, independent excellence, and the di- 
vine creature hath only a derived, commu- 
nicated excellence; the Firſt Cauſe hath not 
communicated his ſelf-exiſtence, and on that 
account he is ſupreme and the other ſubordi- 


nate. I. Iy anſwer ſhould be taken from the 


foregoing ſelf-evident truth. I would ſay, 
There is no ſuch thing in nature as one divine 
attribute diſfinct from another divine attribute, 
and when you have proved, that he, whom you 
call a divine creature, poſſeſſeth what you call 
one dixine attribute, you have thereby proved, 
that he poſſeſſeth that general excellence, which 
conſtitutes the nature of God, aud conſequently 
independence and ſelf-exiſtence. 

6. There i; (if I may expreſs my meaning ſo) 
aREAL and a RELATIVE infinicy, * Real infi- 
Ti nity, 


— —— — — — — 
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nicy belongs to God alone. Relative infinity ' 
may belong to one creature in regard to another, 
I pdſieſs an infinity of ideas in regard to my. f 
canary- bird; and an angel poſſeſſeth an infinity | 
of wiſdom in regard to me : but all infinity, : 

relative or real, is conſiſtent with the nature of 
the being in queſtion, If I ſuppoſe, an angel : 
hath an extent cf duration and thought beyond : 
human, I ſuppoſe an expanſion ſuited to his 
nature; but were Ito ſuppoſe an angel preſent . 
at two places at one and the ſame time, I ſhould ; 
either deſtroy my idea of an angel, or I ſhould 5 

ſuppoſe an impoſſibility, incongruous with his 
really finite nature, and with that of every other a1 
creature; ubiquity is real infinity, and the in- Pp 
nite Spirit alone can ſay, Do net I fill heaven th 
end earth? | 
7. The idea of ubiquity is affixed in all the 's 
old teſtament to Jehovah. It is mentioned as a th 
real infinity gloriouſly proper and peculiar to id 
him alone. It is not an ubiquity of works, and w. 
of fame , Covering the heavens with his glory, and fic 
filling the earth with his praiſe. f It is an ubi- | 7 
quity of preſence, real, influential, and incom- NC 
prehenſible. A ſcience too Wonderful for us; } 
it 25 High, we can neither deny it, nor attain N 
2: f H. 
8. Tae writers of the new teſtament excite 10 
the idea of ubiquity, and affix it to 'Feſas Chriſt. ele 

The man Jeſus is not capable of ubiquity ; if, 
theretcre, infallible writers aſcribe ubiquity to £2; 
; him, & C 


% Tere nll. 20. 7 Hab. iii. 3 1 Pſa. cxxzix. 6. 


(288: ] 


him, they muſt mean to aſcribe to him a nature 
ſaperior to human, ſuperior to angelic; they 
muſt mean that he is, what they elſewhere call 
him, God. If the fact be eſtabliſhed, the infe- 
rence will follow. 

John the Baptiſt ſays, The only begotten Son, 
cob STANDETH among you, 1S in the boſom of 
the Father.|| Jeſus Chriſt tells Nicodemus, The 
Son of Man, who Au Down from heaven, 1s 
in Heaven. 9 But, ſay our opponents, Attici 
gaudent participiis; here 1s enallege temporis. 
We beg leave to reply by three remarks. 

1. The queſtion 1s, not whether Attic poets 
and orators wrote thus: but whether the grave 
founders of the chriſtian church, ſpeaking of 
the per/on of Chriſt, an article of the utmoſt im- 
portance, and which he, who inſpired them, 
knew would be extremely litigated, and where 
the writers? deſigns were more to give diſtinct 
:deas than pleaſing ſounds; not whether theſe 
writers uſed the ſeveral dialects and the ſeveral 


_ figures of ſpeech in other places, but whether S. 


John uſed them in theſe two paſſages, We are 
not obliged to allow that he did. When one 
phraſe of S. John's makes for the deity of 
Chriſt, it is either a ſoleciſm, or it is Greek- 
Hebrew; when another phraſe of the ſame wri- 
ter makes for the deity of Chriſt, it is oratorical 

elegance, it is an Atticiſm [ | 
2. The Greeks had, in general, participles 
for every tenſe of a verb, by which they avoided 
2 confuſion of time, and uſed their participles as 
FI diilinAtly 


ft Tokni, 15: 33, 26, & iii. 13. 


( 214 ) -- 


diſtinctly as the tenſes of their verbs. Every 
complete verb, ſays an accurate writer, is ex- 
preſſive of an attribute; of time; and of an 4 
ſertion. Now if we take away the aſſertion, and 
thus deſtroy the verb, there will remain the at. 
tribute and the time, which makes the eſſence of 
a participle... According to this S. John at- 
tributed exiſtence to Chriſt in two places at the 
ſame time, 

3- The ſcope of theſe places does not require 
a figurative ſenſe to be afhxed to the terms. 8. 
John was writing the hiſtory of one, whom he 
called God. Ubiquity belongs to the hiſtory of 
God. John the Baptiſt was ſpeaking of Jehovah, 
before whom he went. Ubiquity belongs to 
Jehovah. After the writer had given notice 
that he ſpoke of one, who was with God, and 
was Gd, ought we to be ſurprized if he aſcribed 
a perfection of God to him! 

Where two or three are gathered together in my 
name, there Au | in the midſt of them. f I au 
with you alway even unto the end of the world. 

The fulfilment of theſe promiſes is impoſſible 
without the perfection of ubiquity. Mr. Le 
Clerc's ſenſe of the firſt is falſe in fact, and he 
grounds that falſhood on a violent miſconſtruc- 
tion. The meaning ſeems plainly this. The 
old teſtament œconomy was ſupported by the 
influence and preſence of God ; /o ſhall the new 
teſtament diſpenſation be. God promiſed his 
pre/ence to the Jews when he gave the /awvs of 
their church ; I promiſe mine to chriſtians, now I 

am 
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am giving the /aws of their churches, The 
Jews underſtood their promiſe of the real in- 
fuence and preſence of ſehovah; it was neither 
the preſence of reaſon, nor of revelation merely : 
but it was the all-pervading, all-impreſlive in- 
fluence of the Supreme Spirit; I ſpeak in popu. 
lar ſtyle, underſtand me ſo. The Jews have a 
common ſaying, Where two or three are met to 
ftudy the law, there is the Shekinah among them ; f 
you chriſtians ſhall ſay, Where two or three are 
gathered together in Chriſt's name, there is he in 
the midſt of them, You are my body, and you 
ſhall be animated with the fulne/s of me, who 
fill all in all. || | 


The reverend Mr. Lindſey ſays, That the, 


Lord Jeſus is intruſted with a a . extenſive 
power and dominion for the good of his church 
and people, is plainly and expreſsly revealed to 


us, Matt. xxviii. 18. 20, John xiv. Kc. How ._ 
and in what manner he exerciſeth this power is 


wholly unrevealed, and therefore unſearchable 
by us, as much as the way and manner of God's 
providence, under which Chriſt acteth, and 

which ſuperintends and over-rules all things.“ 5 
So then! This ſcheme does not anſwer its 
end; like ours it propoſes ſome articles to the 
belief of its profeſſors, which it does not conde- 
ſcend to explain, I give, however, the prefe- 
rence to the old ſyſtem of Chriſt's qivinity, be- 
cauſe, while it requires me to believe the mighty 
dominion of Jeſus, it reveals his Godhead, and io 
P 4 | accounts 
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accounts tor his exerciſe of it: whereas the 
ſcheme of his mere humanity gives him a domi. 
nion in all worlds, while it confines his perſon 


and preſence, and conſequently his influence, to 


one place, and ſo leaves his government, not 
only unſearchable and unrevealed, but abſo- 
Jutely impoſſible. The believer of Chriſt's di- 
vinity ſpeaks conſiſtently : he ſays, The man 


Jeſus is in one place at one time: but the deity 


united to the man fills heaven and earth. The 
believer of Chriſt's mere humanity ſays, The 
man Jeſus is confined to one place at one time, 
yet he exerciſeth a dominion over all places at 
the ſame time; and when weaſk, How can theſe 
things be? we are told, They are wnrevealed and 
unſearchable. Who believes myſteries now | 
Whole faith is fitted to tranſubſtantiation now! 
If the divinity of Jeſus be allowed, we can 
believe, that he, auhom the heawens retain until 
the times of the reſtitution of all things,“ ſtood by 
Paul at the caſtle at Ferujalem ;+ that he, who, 
Aer be had offered one ſacrifice for fin, FOR Eves 
SAT DOWN onthe right hand of Gd, APPEARED 
»zto Saul to make him a witneſs beth of the things, 
ewhich he had ſeen, and of the things in which he 
WOULD APPEAR again unto him.] Now I 
underſtand how he can be preſeut with his apo- 
files in heaven, and with their ſuccefiors on 
earth 3% making war upon the Wicked on earth, 
while He appears in the preſence of Ge, making 


interceſſion for ut. 
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Fay. z. Compore the works of Jeſus with tus 
claims of Jehovah. | 

1. Had | been born a Canadian ſavage, I ſhould 
certainly have thought, that the GREAT SPIRIT 
CREATED the world.F Had I been born a 
(Greenlander, I ſhould have ſaid, ©* My kajak 
did not make itſelf, More {kill is diſplayed in 
the ſtructure of the meaneſt bird than in that of 
the beſt kajak, and more ſtill in that of man 
than in the compoſition of either. Certainly 
there muſt be ſome Being, who mane all theſe 
things, a Being that always was, and can never 
ceaſe to be.**t _. 

2. Theſe dictates of nature, ideas of a 
creating Firſt Cauſe, obtained by ſenſation and 
reflection, I find to have been the ideas of civi- 
lized heathens. 

Deuns NAS ð > « 
Quiſquis fuit ille deorum 
Ccelo terras, et terris abſcidit undas, 
Et liquidum ſpiſſo ſecrevit ab aere cœlum. | 

Eg e avloyirng* we £Y0Y% TavTHA TEUxT a, * 

3. The inſpired oracles of Judaiſm preſerve 
and refine, expand and explain theſe ideas. Job 
the Arabian prince, and David the royal prophet, 
Solomon the wiſeſt, and Amos the meaneſt, of 
mankind, unite in ſaying to me, Seek him, who 
n,aketh the ſeven flars and Orion, and turneth the 


adow of death into the morning, and maketh the 


5 5 Aay 


+ Charlevoix's Voy. to Canada, Let. xxiii. 1 Crantz's 
Hiſt. of Greenland, vol. i. b. iii. c. 3. }} Ovidii Metam, 
i. I. 1. 17. 2+ 1, Kc. * Orpheus ap. Juit. de Monarch, 
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day dark with night : who calleth for the waters 
of the ſea, and poureth them out on the face of the 
earth, the LoRD ts his name. 
4. The new teſtament confirms me yet more, 
if poſſible. It tells me, The inviſible things of 
Ged, from the creation of the world, are clearly ſeen, 
being underſtood by the things that are made. 
What inviſible objects does a Creator prove by 
creating? His own eternal power and Godhead, 
S. Paul's CREATOR is e incorruptible God, who 
is to be avor/hipped and /erved, and who is God 
bleed for ever.} Yet this ſame S. Paul affirms, 
All things in heaven and earth, wvifible and in- 
viſible, were CREATED hy Jeſus Chriſt, and for 
bim. ] The divinity of Jeſus may be reited 
on this article alone. S. Paul's deciſion is final, 
He, who made all things, is God.y 
There is no way of getting over this evt- 
dence, If ſome forma creed, and ſay, The new 
teſtament aſcribes to Jeſus only a feurative 
creation by the goſpel; Dr, Clarke will re- 
ply, Nothing can be more forced and unnatural 
than ſuch an interpretation. If others ſay, The 
Father firſt created Chriſt, and then empowered 
Chriſt to create the univerſe; we reply, Create 
the univerſe who would, He, auho created all 
things, is God, In vain they talk of a ſubordi- 
nate inſtrumental god, the Creator himſelf de- 
nies the idea. Thus ſaith the Lord, that created 
the heavens; God himſelf, that formed the earth; 
Jam the Lord and there is none elſe. Is there a 
God 


+ Amos v. 8. 1 Rom. i. 20. 23, 24. | Col. j« 16, 
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God beſide me? Yea there is no God, I tneaw ner 
anz.+ I the Lord made all things, I Aretebed forth 
the heavens ALONE. TI ſpread abroad the earthy 
BY MYSELF.f Reduce my Creator to a crea- 
ture who can, make creeds who will, my faith 
ſhall never be circumſcribed within the narrow 
dreary dens af their words, it ſhall ſoar in the 
wide expanſe of divine revelation. 

Neſcit enim Cæſar, (quamvis deus omnia norit} 

Ultimus hic qua fit conditione locus. 

Magna tenent illud numen molimina rerum; 

Hæc eſt cœleſti pectore cura minor. 

Qui gentes omnes, mariaque, et terras movet, 

jus ſum civis civitate cœlitum.“ 

Page 40. The ſcriptures claim religious wor- 
ſhip for Teſus Chrift. 

1. By Jeſus Chriſt in this article I mean the 
Godhead that united itſelf to the man, whom we 
commonly call Jeſus, I he man is not deified by 
this union, conſequently the manhood is entitled. 
to no religious worſhip. The humanity is, ſo to 
ſpeak, the temple in which the deity dwells. 

2. The ſcriptures diſtinguiſh civil reſpect 
from religious homage: but it knows nothing of 
ſupreme and ſubordinate religious worſhip, 

3. Religious worſhip ſuppoſes its object in 
poſſeſſion of all thoſe inconceivable perfections, 
which conſtitute the eminent greatne/s of the 
Supreme Being. The ſcriptures aſcribe this 
eminence to Jeſus. In Chriſt dwelleth ALL he 
Fulne/s of the Godhead bodily, 

4. Reli- 
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4. Religious worſhip ſuppoſes its object diſ- 


playing all thoſe communications, which conſti- 
tute the eminent goodneſs of the Supreme Being. 
The ſcriptures aſcribe thoſe communications to 
Jeſus, He is the Creator, the Preſerver, the 
Redeemer, the Felicity of mankind. 
5. Religious worſhip ſuppoſes its object hold- 
ing and exerciſing univerſal empire. The 
ſcriptures aſcribe univerſal empire to Jeſus. He 
reigns over heaven, and earth, and hell, 

6. Right to religious worſhip is incommuni- 
cable, becauſe ſupreme greatneſs, ſupreme 
goodneſs, and ſupreme empire, the grounds and 
rc2:0ns of worſhip, are incommunicable. When 
we ſuppoſe theſe excellencies in any being, we 
have obtained an idea of what we call God, and 
that of a creature 1s loſt, The communication 

of Godhead is impoſſible in the nature of things; 
it would be to make that, which had a begin- 
ning, have no beginning, and ſo on. Worthi 
is action founded on reaſon; when the reaſon 15 
abſent, the action mult not appear. 

God, who has a natural right to the wor- 
Mip of his creatures, may acquire, and does ac- 
tually acquire, new rights to that worſhip every 
day by his exuberant goodneſs in favour of his 
worſhippers. It is no objection therefore to 
Chriſt's natural rights, that he hath acquired by 
his beneficent acts in our favour new rights. We 
bow the knee to him as well becauſe of his natural 
dignity, as becauſe be zafted death for every 
Mans 

8. Jeſus Chriſt is worſhipped by thoſe celeſtial 
intelligences, who, having ucver finned, derived 
Ng 
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no ſalvation from him; and who, being of 
an order ſuperior to the human, could derive no 
protection, much leſs creation, from a nature 
lower than their own. Their worſhip, there- 
fore, is founded on his deity. What odd propo- 
fitions are theſe? Jeſus Chriſt is a mere man. 
jeſus Chriſt created angels. That is to ſay, A 
creature created creatures more excellent than 
himpelf. 

9. When it is objected to us, All power is 
given to Jeſus, therefore he is net God. We 
reply, All power is given to Jeſus, therefore he 
is God. We prove our concluſion thus. The 
gift of all power in heaven and earth either 
means, in the ſenſe of our opponents, the gift 
of an empire to govern, or the gift of ability to 


zovern it. The firſt alone is impracticable, the laſt - 


is impoſſible. The gift of empire, without the gift 
of ability, is the putting of a ſceptre into the hand 
of an infant. The gift of ability is impoſſible ; for 
the exerciſe of ALL power in heaven and in 
earth requires an infinity of perfections; the Go- 
vecrnor of all worlds muſt be in all worlds at the 


'2me time, he muſt maintain the order of his 


-mpire by an univerſal ali-pervading action, by 
an ubiguity proper to God and incommunicable 
to creatures. I he word give is equivocal, Our 
2pponents take it for the conferring of a right: we 
take it for the acknowledgement of a right. The 


word dd is very vague, and wo be to the ſyſ- 


tem, that reſts on its preciſe etymology. What 
a fine inference is this ! Magiſtrates give glery and 
Arength, and wworſoip unto Fehowab ; therefore 
jehovah is not God; at moit he 25 only a ſubor 

dinate 
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dinate God; for he derives glory from magiſ. 
trates? All poauer is given to me, ſaid our Re- 
deemer ; that is, All heaven a//ow what the 
Jews deny, that I am Lord of all. T he Father hath 
gi ven me? power over all fleſh; that is, The Father 
allows and approves of my right as God, and he 
has conſtituted the diſplay of it in me, Jeſus, the 
man, | 
10. It is aſked, If Jeſus be God, why did he ſay 
nd more about it? We anſwer, Jeſus never ex- 
preſsly ſaid, he was the Meſſiah in Judea ; when 
people enquired, he referred them to his works. 
If Jeſus be God, we can ſhew a reaſon why he 
ſaid no more: if he be only a mere man, our 
opponents can ſhew no reaſon why he ſaid ſo much. 


Page 85. Some of the ſcribes pretend, that he 


» 


au ſent. Moſes wwas a created angel. 
1. The doctrine of foreappearances is to be de- 


termined by ſcripture alone; we muſt compare 
Spiritual things with ſpiritual, The opinions of 
men are only counſel on both ſides of the 
queſtion. - | 

2. The opinions of men are very much divided 
on this article; however, all are reducible to 
three, In the firſt claſs we put thoſe, who 


thought the perſon appearing either a created 
angel, or the pre-exiſtent human foul of Jeſus 


Chriſt, The firſt is an ancient opinion of ſome 

ews, the laſt is a modern comment of ſome 
Chriſtians. The ſame objections he againſt both, 
The appearance took the name, by which the 
Supreme Being was diſtinguiſhed, and ſuffered 
himſelf to be worſhipped, contrary to the prac- 


tice of appearing angels, who ſaid to thoſe, who 
would 


(- 223 ) 
would have worſhipped them, See ye av it not, 
ewe are your fellow ſervants ; worſhip God. 
In a ſecond claſs I put Maimonides, Auguſtine, 
Hilary, Ambroſe, Biſhop Patrick, and others, 


who thought the appearance God.+ The Jews. 


thought him Jehovah ſimply, the chriſtian com- 
mentators thought him Jehovah- Jeſus. If I 
have adopted this opinion, it is becauſe I think 
this has — diffculties, and moſt evidences; 
and if I have put it into the mouth of John, it 
is becauſe I perceive it was the opinion of 
Stephen, and therefore an opinion known in 
John's age, and, if the true one, probably re- 
ceived by him. The prophet like Moſes was in 
the church in the wilderneſs with the angel, who 
jake to Mojes in Mount Sinai, &c. t However, 
the force of the argument ſtands independent 
on John, although not on Stepken, 

A third claſs of interpreters take the appear» 
ance for, I know not what, delegated created 
god. A firayge unnatural idea, invented, it 
ſhould ſeem, to get rid of a difficulty in the 
hiſtory. A poor exchange, a myſtery for an im- 
poſſibility ! h | 

The opinions of uninſpired men, as we have 
ſaid, are reſpectable as advice, but not as law. 


The great difficulty is taken from 8 John, who 


calls Jeſus Chriſt .- He ſays, Aoy@- was 
with the Father in the beginning, and created 


the world, Now ſome riters had ſpoken of a 


Rev. xix. 10. xxii. 9. 1 More Nevoc. p. U. cap. 
42+ Pat. in Gen. xxxv. I. XXII. 3. Vide Pelarg. in 


Exod, ili. Go 1 AQts vii. 38. John i. 
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2094/2, as a kind of ſecondary god, before 8. 


John's time. The queſlion is, Did he uſe the 

rd in their meaning? Mr. Le Clerc aſks, 

id Plato take the word in the ſenſe of S. John; 

or did S. John take it in the ſenſe of Plato ? We 

ri Neither. We account for the matter 
thus. 

1. Some of the ancient Jews, not caring to deny 


the divinity of the appearance, nor daring to 


apply what was faid of him to a man or an an- 
gel, left the matter. He was God; he was 
God's chief angel or meſſenger; Quis ille eſſet 
vere intelligere Moſes et Iſraelitæ non po- 
tuerunt. T They could not tell, is a fact: there- 
fore Moſes could not, is not a fair concluſion. 

2. Some of the ancient Jews, catching the idea 
of /peating or revealing ide will of God, which 


was the end of the appearing, ventured to call 


the appearance Nd ο , the 2vordof the Lord, and 


hence, probably, the word of God became an 


idiom for God.“ | 
3. The Jews, who lived out of Judea, tran- 
ated the term into the Greek tongue, and the 


perſon, who 2ppeared, obtained the name of 


acyS-, The term logos, while it retained its 
original Jewiſh idea, was determinate and pro- 
per, it ſtood” for that ſingular being God the 
medium, that great ſupreme, whoſe manner of 
exillence was unknown, and who would ſome 
time appear in the likeneſs of a man to redeem 

man- 


& Ars Crit. de Sectar. Sermone, 1. 2. 1. 14+ 
Moſes Nehem. fil. apud Grot de Verit. v. 24» 
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mankind. Chaldzo Paraph. Meſias Verbum 
Dei dicitur. Hof. vii. f 

4. The term Memra, not ſignifying merely 
Jehovah, but Jehovah under the peculiar idea of 
holding communion with men, by appearing in 
the form of a man, was adopted by the Targu- 
miſts, or Chaldee paraphraſts. Theſe para- 
phraſes were in the common dialect of the Jews 
in the time of Jeſus Chriſt. f They were read in 
the ſynagogues as explanatory of the text, which 
was read firſt in Hebrew. Jeſus Chriſt expreſſed 
the firſt verſe of the twenty-ſecond pſalm, when 
he hung upon the croſs, not in the Hebrew 
words of the text, but in the Chaldee paraphraſe 
of it. The apoſtles often adopted their ſtyle, 
and S. John took the word 3 from thoſe 
books, retaining in it only its old idea, | 

5, Plato, who travelled into Egypt to im- 

rove his knowledge, learnt the Jewiſh notion 

of Memra, or logos, and, affixing ideas to the 
term, of which the ancient Jews had never 
thought, returned it to the Jews, in his writings, 
full of dark, pagan, enigmatical ideas, All 
things were new except the term. It was Mo- 
ſes Atticiſed indeed ! || 

6. It became faſhionable in time for men of 
ſcience to ſpeak and think as Plato ſpoke and 
thought, and Philo the Jew, and after him many 
chriſtian divines, took up the Platonic logos, and 


thus brought the Memra of the old Targumiſts, 
Q and 


+ Grot, ubi ſupra, 1 Gill's Preface to New Teſt, Exp. 
J. Valerius Maximus, vii. 7. Euſeb. Prep, Evan. xi. g. 
xili. 12. Clem. Alex. Strom. 1» . | 
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and the /ogos of 8. John, into obſcurity and diſ- 
, although it does not appear that 8. John 

— any thing about Plato's ideas of it. 
7. Nothing is more common than to run mad 


for a term, without examining its value. The 


hiſtory of this term proves that it has had diffe- 
rent values in different hands; it has gone for 
more or leſs, as the exigencies of its owners re- 


quired.* As 8. John uſed it, it ſtood for God, 


who foreappeared to the patriarchs, and gave 
the law to Moſes. It deſcribed a divine- human 
being, anciently known tothe Jews by the name 
of Jehovah-Memra, and fince to the world by 
the name Jeſus, 

I muit check, I perceive, this lawleſs pen, and 
I will conc} ude with one article more. 

Page 149. Happy for chriſtians, bad they reſted 
ewithout jhilejophical explications ! 

I have not attempted to EXPLAIN THE MAN= 
NER of the divine exiſtence. Ido not know it, 
Wite and good men have uttered many abſurdi- 
ties in attempting to explain it; and wiſe and 
good men have run into an abſurd extreme, 
when they have rejected a plain clear declara- 
tion of an intpired writer, becauſe they could 
not reduce every idea in it to their own compre- 
henſion. Is there not a middle way? May 1 
not be allowed to go on the principles of one, 
who was not fond. of myſtery, where he could 
obtain clear ideas: but who, however, prefer. 
red a ſober rational faith before unſcriptural 
conjectures? I ſpeak of Le Clerc. Nemo mor- 


talium 
® Clerici Ars Crit. capite de ſectarum ſermone. 
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talium adæquatum notionem Dei perfectionum 
ibi unquam effinxit. . . Nil igitur tutius eſſe, 

uam cohibere judicium, cum de re ipſa, tum de 
ententia ſcriptoris, quem legimus. 

There never was a man in the world, who 
ſucceeded in attempting to explain the modus of 
the divine exiſtence. The wiſeſt of men never 
made the attempt. Moſes began his writings 
by ſuppoſing the being of a God; he did not 
attempt to prove it; and although many of the 
inſpired writers aſſerted his exiſtence, and, to 
diſcountenance idolatry, pleaded for his perfec- 
tions, yet no one of them ever pretended to ex- 
plain the manner of his being. On the con- 
trary a holy awe covered their minds, all in- 
ſpired as they were, and they declared, They 
could not find the Almighty out. Why ſhould we 
affect to be wiſe above what is written ? 

8. Epiphanius complains, Originem, qui A- 
damantius et ovrraxlw@-nuncupatur, «x ovaaryy;- 
py Aptyolenmus x) yewpuIpituy Jrov Tale Tapir arc, 
aſtruere voluiſſe, et ideo fœde laplum eſſe. I 
fear, too many have fallen by the ſame mean into 
error. 0 

Before we deny the divinity of Jeſus Chriſt, 
what if we were to try to deny the principles, on 
which the aſſertors of it go? We lay down one 
from a Maſter in Iſrael. ** Certainly we do 
not know the eſſence of the Supreme Being, nor 
knowing the real efſence of a pebble, ora fly, 
or of our own ſelves.”* We lay down a ſecond 


Q 2 in 


+ Ars Crit. de notionibus adequatis. Locke's Eſſay, 
b. ii, c. Xxlli. 35 See that whole excellent chapter. 
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in the words of a learned prelate, Where the 
truth of a doctrine depends not on the evidence 
of the things themſelves, but on the authority of 
him that reveals it, there the only way to prove 
the doctrine to be true, is to prove the teſ- 
timony of him that revealed it to be infal- 
lible. “T We lay down a third from that moſt 
learned and accurate critic, Le Clerc. „“ Si ea 
qua par eſt attentione et reverentia expendamus 
quæ Apoſtoli habent de ſeſu Chriſto, facile in- 
telligimus eos non putaſſe merum eſſe hominem, 
quandoquidem ei mundi creationem tribuunt ; 
eoſque errare, qui ſimilia ſentiunt: ſed de ra- 
tione, qua æternum numen cum Jeſu homine 
conjunctum fi:, tacent; quo credibile fit arca- 
num illud 11s, in terris agentibus, nondum reve- 
latum fuiſſe. Sciverunt certe Chriſtum eſſe Deum 
et homi nem, atque ita ae eo loguuti ſunt : ſed Mo- 
DUM rei ignoraſſe videntur. 

On theſe ſure grounds we go, and on theſe 
principles we free the doctrines of the goſpel 
from the charge of contradiction and abſurdity, 
while we retain the rational ſcriptural idea of 
myſtery. We beg leave to remark the follow- 
ing facts, which may more fully explain our 
meaning. 

1. What we call doctrines of the goſpel are ſo 
many facts propoſed to our faith by credible 
teſtimony. The divinity of Chriſt is an hiſtori- 
cal fact. The reſurrection of the dead is a pro- 
phetical fact. | 

2. They, who related thoſe facts, never pre- 


3 : tended 
+ Stillingfieet's origines ſactæ. iis 8, 1 Ars Crit. de 
notion. adæꝗ. 
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tended to a thorough knowledge of them, We 
now, ſays S. Paul, in part.|| The apoſtle muſt 
either mean to affirm, we have an imperfe& 
knowledge of the obje&s, or we have an imper- 
fect knowledge of the evidence of theirexiſtence. 
He could not mean the laſt, conſequently he 
meant the firſt, | 
. The apoſtles did no more in propoſing in- 
comprehenſible objects to our belief, than the 
maſters of human ſcience do. We know but 
little, ſays one of the fineſt modern writers, of 
the nature of bodies; we diſcover ſome of their 
properties, as motion, figure, colours, &c. but 
of their eſſence we are ignorant: we know ſtill 
much /e/5 of the ſoul: but of the eſſence or na- 
ture of God, we know nothing. $ The great 


Locke ſets out with requiring his readers not to 


let looſe their thoughts into the vaſt ocean of 


-being, as if all the boundleſs extent were the na- 


tural and undoubted poſſeſſion of their under- 
ſtanding, wherein there was nothing exempt 
from its deciſions, or that eſcaped its comprehen- 
Hon.”* Aſtronomers require their pupils to 
* take care always to approach the firmament, 
that divine book, as they do the other book of 
God, with reverence and humility, not having 
too high an opinion of their own abilities, as if 
they could with the line of human reaſon fathom 
all the depths of divine counſels.” + What theſe 
great maſters diſcovered in the ſublimer works 
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of nature, the countryman diſcovers in a pol 

in his cottage-ditch; and all mankind are forced 
to believe the exiſtence of objects, the certainty 
of facts, combinations of qualities, of which they 
have no adequate ideas, and of which they can 
give no account. 

4. No man ever yet propoſed a ſyſtem of reli. 
gion free from myſtery, Even thoſe gentle- 
men, who diſcard many received doctrines on 
account of their myſteriouſneſs, are obliged to 
own, that“ the mo/? rational and important 
doctrines imply ſomething beyond the narrow 
capacity of our comprehenſion.” t 

5. The belief of thoſe facts, which we call 
doctrines of the goſpel, is analogous in chriſ- 
tianity to ſelf-love in the law of nature. God 
has inſeperably interwoven the laws of eternal 
Juſtice with the happineſs of each individual, 
In conſequence of which mutual connection of 

juſtice and human felicity, he has not perplexed 
the law of nature with a multitude of abſtracted 
Tules and precepts, referring merely to the fit- 
neſs or unfitneſs of things: but has graciouſly 
reduced the rule of obedience to this one pater- 
nal precept, that man ſhould purſue his own 
happineſs. This 1s the foundation of what we 
call ethics, or natural law.“ ] Thus in revela- 
tion, God hath not perplexed chriſtianity with 
diſquiſitions, the underſtanding of which would 
require a long train of metaphyſical inveſtiga- 
tions: but he hath revealed a few facts, which 
he 


r Bourn's diſcourſes, vol. ii, diſc. vil, { Blackſtone's 
Commentaries, Introduction ſ. a. 
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he declares, he either hath brought to paſs, or 
will bring to paſs; and theie facts have ever 
been found the moſt irrefiſtible motives to con- 
ſtrain men to obey the law of nature, The u- 
nity of two natures conſtituting the dignity of 
the Author of chriſtianity is one of theſe facts. 
6. To deprive chriſtianity of its myſteries is 
to reduce it to a feeble human ſcience; we get 
rid of myſtery and motive together. The re- 
moval of, what are called by ſome, corruptions 
of chriſtianity, is to be rewarded, it ſeems, with 
the converſion of Jews and Mohammedans. But 
let us not too eagerly follow theſe illuſo 
dreams Let us conſider four things. 1. It 1s 
not certain, that Jews and Turks reject chriſ- 
tianity on account of our doctrine of Chriſt's 


divinity. They do not ſtudy our polemical 


divinity ; they ſtudy eafier books, our lives, and 
in them they read objections * chriſtianity, 
2. If it be true, that Chriſt's divinity is a ſtumb- 
ling-block to the modern Jews, nothing is ſeen 
in it but the fulfilment of prophecy. The Lord 
of hoſts is a flone of lumbling, and a rock of offence 
to them, as he was to their fathers, who fumbled 
at Chriſt, that fumbling- tone. 3. I he doctrine 
of accommodation, which is the ground of theſe 
pretences, is the moſt dangerous doctrine in the 
world. A miſer ſtumbles at the laws of libera- 
lity, a proud man ſtumbles at the goſpel motives 
to humility, a mere rationaliſt ſtumbles at the 
inviſible realities of faith; and by endeavouring 
to accommodate the goſpel to theſe diſpoſitions 

we 


® Iſa, viii. 13, 14+ Rom. ix. 32433» 1 Pet. ils 4, RCs 
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we explain it all away, 4. Were we to diveſt 
religion of all theſe offenſive credenda, and were 
we to reduce it to the goſpel of Socrates, or to 
the more refined goſpel of Profeſſor Hutcheſon, 
would it convert the Turks and the Jews? A 
great authority aſſures us, Science and philo- 
ſophy always operate ſlowly; and it is long be- 
fore their influence reaches the people, or can 
produce any ſenſible effect upon them. They 
may perhaps gradually, and in a long courſe of 
ears, undermine and ſhake an eſtabliſhed ſyſtem 
of falſe religion, but there is no inſtance of their 
having overturned one.“ A reflection well 
worth the attention of thoſe, who would reduce 
the goſpel to an enfeebled ſyſtem of mere moral 
philoſophy. 
God hath not been pleaſed to reveal the modus 
of his exiſtence to us: but he hath been pleaſed 
to ſay, Let all biiterneſs and wrath and ewil- 
[peaking be put away from among you, I have 
not therefore thought myſelf at liberty to call 
names, and to denounce judgments, I have 
- ſeen a writer on one ſide prove that 7%, Chriſt 
thought not vf the impicus robbery of being equal 
avith God, by repeatedly declaring that the doc- 
trine of Chriſt's divinity is A MOST ABSURD 
AND IMPIOUS DOCTRINE; and I have ſeen one 
on the other ſide affirm, Chrift died both with 
reſpect to his human and divine nature, and prove 
it by adding, They, who maintain the contrary, 


belong to the devil both body and ſeul.} But I 
have 
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have viſliked this method of ps ever ſince 


I ſaw a book entitled Foxes and Firebrands. 

I have no deſign by this Letter to enter into a 
controverſy with any man, nor ſhould I have 
found time to have written it, unleſs an at- 
tention to my health had confined me, If I 
have let fall one unkind reflection on any 
conſcientious man, I beg pardon; it was un- 
deſigned. I would rather bring the ſubje& 
home to my own boſom, in the pious ſolilo- 
quy of my moſt worthy friend the Reverend 
Mr. Turner.“ How, my foul, doeſt thou 
ſtand affected towards this Saviour? What haſt 
thou ſeen of his excellencies, and how far have 
they, indeed, impreſſed and moved thy affec- 
tionate powers? Thou oweſt all to him that 
thou canſt call exjoyment either in poſſeſſion or 
in hope! Let the glories of thy Redeemer be 
more attentively confidered—Let his love con- 
{train thee to the ſupreme love of God, and 
Juſt love to man.,—'To this Fulneſs go in all 
thy neceſſities; here look for light, and life, 
and joy eternal.— To his ſervice and pleaſure 
devote all thy powers ; live to him in 1mprov- 
ing holineſs. —Let the liberty he has given thee 
of applying to him as the fountain of happineſs, 
encourage thee to diligence and conſtancy in 
that application.—Let thy thirſt be always for 
theſe /iving waters, which alone are capable of 
ſatisfying thee.—As he is all fullneſs to thee, 

* 
be 


® See that excellent little piece entitled, SyorRT Mrze ' 
PITATIONS ON SELECT PORTIONS OF SCRIPTURE; 2 
piece, which it would be difficult to commend, ay its merit 
demands. The above is from Medit, V. 
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be thou all gratitude, and love, and praiſe to 
him; rejoice in him as thy light, thy ſtrength, 
thy righteouſnefs, and thy ſalvation! Amen! 


Fail, thou ETERNAL FuLlness, hail! 
Great Source of bliſs divine! 
In whom adoring angels ſee 


All thy great Father ſhine. 


Jesuvs !—O may that beſt of names 
Dwell ever on my tongue 

On earth my ſolace, hope, and love, 
In heaven my rapturous ſong !“ 
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This day is publi ed, 
In Two large Volumes Octavo, Price 128, in Boards, 
(Ornamented with a Head of the Author, engraved by 
” Holloway) 
N ESSAY on the ComPos1T1ON of a SERMON, 
Tranſlated from the original French of 
The Reverend JOHN CLAUDE, 
Miniſter of the French Reformed Church at Charenton, 
near Paris. . 
WITH NOTES 


By ROBERT ROBINSON. 

To the firſt Volume is prefixed a Life of Mr. Claude; and 
to the laſt, A Diſſertation on the Miniſtration of the Divine 
Word by public preaching. 

Cambridge, printed by F. Hodſon: Sold by J. Buckland, 
and S. Crowder, Pater · noſter- row]; C. Dilly, in the Poultry; 
5 Walter, Charing-Croſs, London; T. Fletcher, in Cam- 

ridge; and all other bookſellers in Great Britain. 

«© In the work here tranſlated, the rational divine will meet 
with much good advice, which a judicious underſtanding and 
improved taſte may apply to great adyantage on the compoſition 
and delivery of ſermons. 

« This publication, however, derives its principal value 
from the original notes which the tranſlator has ſubjoined, in 
which, ſomewhat after the manner, though not in the ſpirit 
of Bayle, he has introduced a great variety of remarks and quo- 
tations, which anſwer a better purpoſe than that of elucidating 
the text, affording the reader much valuable information and 
agreeable entertainment, Theſe notes are exceedingly miſcel- 
laneous, conſiſting of pertinent examples of the beauties or 
faults of preaching, from various writers, and theſe many of 
them little known, curious and often homourous anecdotes, 
ſenſible reflections, and bold and free ſtrokes of ſatire» From 
this miſcellany we could, with pleaſure, ſele& many amuſing 
articles; but we chuſe rather to fill up the ſpace which we can 
allot to this work, with a few extracts from the Tranſlator's 
introductory eſſays, from which it will appear that he writes 
with great boldneſs of language, and with all the zeal of a 
reformer," MoNTuHLY Ravitw, for Auguſt. 
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